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ABSTRACT 
This work proposes the ;.5t.uay of the 'Nobility in Bijapuri 
Kingdom' from its foundation in 1489 to its final annexation in 1686 by 
Aurangzeb into the Mughal Empire. The purpose of this study is to 
analyse the institution of nobility within the territory of Bijapuri 
Kingdom, which, was extended roughly from the river Bhima to the 
river Tungabhadra. Two broad questions have led me to study the 
present theme: Firstly, the studies on this theme so far attempted, 
appears to be mainly confined either to the chronological narration of 
political events or to the cultural history of the Adil Shahi Court. This 
trend of research may be said to be due to two reasons: the source 
materials so far used have been mostly the court chroniclers written by 
the court literati and similar scholars; and the modern historians have 
chiefly been concerned with the idea of the 'history from above' and 
most of them have concentrated their energy on rulers and the elites and 
they missed the socio-political setup as a whole. However, the question 
that has led me to the present study. That is, when the foreign Muslims 
(afaqi) settled in the Deccan as conquerors, how and through what 
institutions did they rule over the indigenous people? Thus, an attempt 
is being made to know the structure of the state during the Adil Shahi 
period. 
Secondly, by the middle of the l?^ ** century, the Maratha power 
began to emerge on the northwest frontier of the Adil Shahi Sultanate 
and developed very rapidly into a big kingdom. To account for this rapid 
rise of the Marathas it may be assumed that certain institutional 
background must have been prepared during the Adil Shahi period, 
combined with the favourable political circumstances and the extra-
ordinary military genius of Shivaji. Therefore, it is important to have the 
knowledge of the administrative institutions of the Adil Shahi Sultanate, 
to re-construct the picture of the rise of the Marathas. 
As we are aware that the trend in Indian historical writings, in 
which the subject or ruled have largely been neglected and the elite have 
always been studied and highlighted. But, it is also true that the rulers 
too have not received enough attention. Though, some impressive 
biographies of Indian rulers and royal families are available. The rulers 
represented only a part of the ruling class. So, the remaining members 
of the ruling class also deserves close attention. These members are 
invariably called as nobles or officers of the king. Therefore, these 
nobles are as important as the ruler, and have played a very crucial role 
in the functioning of the state apparatus or administration in general. 
One of the objectives of the study of Adil Shahi nobility is, to 
describe the institutions and traditions that defined its organisation and 
policies, and the stresses and strains to which it was subjected. 
The present work shall be elaborating four different aspects of 
the nobility with an evaluation of sources. These four aspects including 
the evaluation of sources forms the five chapters of this study. These 
chapters are : 
Chapter One 
Chapter Two 
Chapter Three 
Chapter Four 
Chapter Five 
Evaluation of Sources 
Composition of the Nobility 
The Crown and the Nobility 
Nobles Role in Defining the Bijapur's relation 
with Indian States 
Nobles and Administration 
Chapter One 
The thesis is mainly based on primary sources both published 
and unpublished. A critical evaluation of these sources has been made in 
this chapter. Though the material on the subject is fairly extensive in 
several languages, it is mainly based on Persian sources. Almost all the 
primary sources, relevant to the subject have been used. Archival 
documents, both in Persian and other languages, have also been used. 
Epigraphic and numismatic material has been exploited and utilised. 
Secondary sources, both works and research papers and contributions in 
various periodicals have been consulted with a view to find out the 
missing links. The different points of view of the authorities have also 
been taken into consideration and acknowledged. 
The sources on the nobility of the Bijapur kingdom is fairly 
extensive and good in both Persian and non-Persian languages. 
However, these sources are not as rich as the Mughal sources 
particularly on this topic i.e. nobility. 
The Persian sources can be classified under two categories: 
Chief histories of Adil Shahi Kingdom and the sources of other States 
giving account relevant to the nobility of the Adil Shahi Kingdom. 
These sources have been classified under two Categories: 
(i) Contemporary: Gulshan-i-Ibrahimi by Muhammad Qasim 
Ferishta; Tadhkirat-ul-Muluk (Ms.) by Rafiuddin S'hirazi; 
Futuhat-i-Adil Shahi (Ms.) by Fuzuni Astrabadi; Muhammad 
Noma (Ms.) by Mulla Zuhur; Tarikh-i-Ali Adil Shahiyah by Qazi 
Nurullah. 
(ii) Non-Contemporary: These sources includes Ahwal-i-Salatin-i-
Bijapur (Ms.) by Muhiuddin Pirzada and Basatin-us-Salatin by 
Ibrahim Zubairi. 
Extensive use has been made of the correspondences that were 
exchanged between 'Adil Shahi court and the courts of other Indian 
States and Iran. The two types of archival documents have been utilised: 
the Mughal documents and the Adil Shahi farmans, which throws a 
flood of light on the activities of the nobles. 
Non-Persian Sources like Sanskrit, Marathi, Portuguese records and 
several other innumerable numbers of documents relevant to the nobles 
activities in relation to Bijapur have been utilized. 
Chapter Two 
In this chapter the analysis of the composition of the nobility 
has been made with a background of the nobility of the Bahmani 
Kingdom as, the Adil Shahi's have inherited everything from its 
parental state. The Adil Shahi nobility was theoretically the creation of 
the Sultan. It was he alone who could confer, increase, diminish or 
resume the position of any of his nobles. The nobles or officers were not 
only public servants, but also the richest class in the Sultanate and a 
close aristocracy and entrance into this class was not easily available to 
everyone. They were appointed on the basis of heredity, but slightly a 
large number of persons who did not belong to these families were also 
holding offices. Then there were nobles and high officers of other states, 
who were given a place in the Adil Shahi nobility on account of their 
experience, status and influence. Thus, the kingdom had become an El 
Dorado for the nobles, where the fortunes could rapidly be made. Due to 
military necessity a large number of nobles and officers of the 
independent states, both in times of peace and war, be won over to the 
Bijapuri side. 
The Bijapuri nobility consists of certain well-recognised racial 
groups. These were the Deccanis, the Afaqis, the Habashis, the Afghans, 
and the Marathas and were incorporated into the states service largely as 
a result of historical circumstances, but party (specially the Marathas) as 
a result of planned imperial policy. The Adil Shahi Sultans followed the 
policy of integrating all these elements into a single imperial service, 
not only this they were also motivated by a desire to employ elements of 
diverse religious beliefs such as, Sunnis, Shias and Hindus and to 
prevent sectarian differences among them, from interfering with their 
loyalty to the throne. Thus, there was diversity in unity but this diversity 
has also produced tension, there existed a certain amount of jealousy 
among the various sections of the nobility and had inherited both the 
tradition of internal rivalry and distrust as well as the dominant spirit of 
unity engendered by a common loyalty to the throne. 
Since, Bijapur was a theocratic, multi-racial, and dynastic state. 
So, these various factions played a major role in shaping the destiny of 
the kingdom. The alternation of Sunni and Shia doctrines with the 
change of ruler too had its repercussions on the nobles, who were the 
virtual pillars of the kingdom. Therefore, the religious groups too had 
their say in the Adil Shahi Sultanate as they were too powerful to have 
their influence over the King as well as in the society. The Sultan 
followed a consciously planned policy towards the various sections of 
the nobility and the changes in the strength of each of them reached 
upon the solidarity and cohesion of the nobility and the Sultanate as a 
whole, and we find a bitter elite-non-elite cleavage between the Afaqis 
and the Deccanis that has weakened and ultimately destroyed the 
internal stability of the Sultanate. 
Chapter Three 
Adil Shahis were not very different from the general setup of 
other Muslim governments of that period. Here too, the nobles holding 
important positions and has occupied a significant place in the 
administrative setup of the government and as advisors to the Crown in 
determining the policy related to the State. The relationship of the 
Crown and the nobility could be summed up in the words of Rafi'uddin 
Shirazi, who was in the service of kingdom writes : "Husain Nizam Shah 
than perceived that his interest lay in making friendship with 'Ali 'Adil 
Shah and Ibrahim Qutb Shah to form an alliance against their enemies". 
However, at various occasion we have seen the betrayal of trust 
by the Bijapuri nobles with the king, which had greatly benefited the 
neighbouring states. At one occasion, where Aurangzeb had won over 
many of the 'Adil Shahi officers by systematic bribery, and even Khan 
Muhammad, the Prime Minister of Bijapur, seems to have been won 
over by him, which created dissensions at the Court as there were some 
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nobles who suspected Khan Muhammad's pro-Mughal tendencies and 
wanted to drive him out of office and power. 
Chapter Four 
The Nobility played a major role in shaping the external and 
internal relation of Bijapur with the Indian States and shaped the destiny 
of the Kingdom. It was the Adil Shahi nobility who prevented the 
Kingdom from ruins. The Nobles, irrespective of a very sharp division 
they made efforts to shun their personal rivalries within the State to 
form an alliance against the rival Kingdoms. 
Throughout the history of Bijapur, the nobles enjoyed the 
patronage of the ruler and also exerted their influence in the politics of 
Bijapur. Thus the nobles at Bijapur controlled the strings of political 
strategy not only in the Deccan but also with the Mughals and the 
Islamic world especially with Iran. The relationship of the Adil Shahi 
Nobles with the Mughals begins with the establishment of the Mughal 
Empire in 1526 A.D. After that it became a regular feature for 'Adil 
Shahi rulers to send there nobles with rich presents in cash and kind to 
the Mughal Court. Nizamu'ddin says that the Nobles as envoys were 
sent every year, with presents to the Mughal Court. All Bijapuri envoys 
were treated well and were duly honoured. They were presented with 
robes, cash in'ams etc. The 'Adil Shahis nobles with their kings have 
extended their hands of friendship on several occasions and tried to 
maintain good neighbourly relations with Vijayanagar in order to 
maintain the balance of power in the Deccan. The causes of the 
recurring hostilities between the two States were mainly political, 
economic and geographical. Bijapur - Ahmadnagar relations were based 
on the relations existing prior to 1489 between Yusuf 'Adil Shah and 
Ahmad Nizam Shah, when they were Bahmani officers under Sultan 
Muhammad Shah II. When Shah Jahan annexed Ahmadnagar Kingdom 
in 1636, Muhammad 'Adil Shah and his officers were said to have been 
partly responsible for the extinction of the Nizam Shahi kingdom. 
At the time of the foundation of Bijapur kingdom in 1489, there 
existed cultural and commercial relations and there was a continuous 
flow of Persian migrants to Bijapur, who were patronised by Yusuf 
'Adil Shah. The racial affinity between the Persians and the Bijapuri's 
persisted even centuries after migration and was strengthened, time and 
again, by the periodical influx of immigrants from Persia and central 
Asia. Bijapuri culture in particular and Indian Culture in general was the 
result of a long fusion of ethnic unity. Thus, close cultural relationship 
between Iran and Bijapur existed through the ties of common blood of 
afaqis, religious beliefs, ritual observances, customs and manners. 
In short one may reached to the conclusion that the Adil Shahi 
nobles especially the Iranians, have played a very positive role in 
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establishing the relation with Iran and the other Muslim countries, not 
only this they have also contributed to the cultural enrichment of the 
Bijapuri Sultanate. 
Chapter Five 
In this chapter an attempt has been made to analyze the 
administrative functions of the nobles and the methods of their 
remuneration. In an autocratic system like Adil Shahis, the fortune of 
the Nobles (Officers) directly or indirectly depends upon the official 
approval of the Sultan. Therefore, the eyes of the nobles were constantly 
turned towards the Court. As these nobles were vested with some power, 
so the Sultan had to see that it should not be abused and his orders 
should be implemented or carried out properly because, the Sultan had 
to govern the Sultanate through these Nobles or the Officers. 
There were two different categories of administrative staffs in 
the Sultanate of Bijapur. One is the indigenous hereditary nobles, often 
called deshak. Another category of the administrative staffs were the 
crown bureaucrats or nobles. There were two methods of administration 
as carried out by the bureaucrats, and these corresponded roughly to two 
kinds of administrative division of the Sultanate. One method was to 
mark off the important regions of the territory into centrally 
administered crown districts called muamala or qalah and appoint a 
11 
crown bureaucrat, called the havaldar (manager). The other method was 
to assign certain areas to high class and middle class nobles as their 
'fiefs' (usually called muqasa) and make each of them administer the 
assigned area. 
The duties and methods of remuneration of the hereditary nobles 
during the Adilshahi period, were clearly conceived as watan; and the 
remuneration alone was usually called inam. The word inam meant 
something like 'perpetual gift'. The remuneration of each hereditary 
nobles, from desai to mahajan, were confirmed and assured by the royal 
favor directly. In short, hereditary nobles were basically the servants of 
the Sultan himself. After, examine the sources, we recognized broadly 
three classes of fiefs and were called specified fiefs, office fiefs, and 
integrity fiefs. The last two are sometimes called muqasa orjagir. 
To conclude this chapter we may summarize the study as 
follows. 
Not to mention other hereditary officers, even the desai was not 
a de jure 'overlord' of a pargana or its minor division but a 'royal 
servant' who was to collect revenue, maintain security and order, and 
perform other official tasks in his pargana for the sake of the Sultan or 
his bureaucrat holding the fief of the region. 
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The havaldar appointed in a crown district was a 'patrimonial 
bureaucrat' of the Sultan, and he supervised defense, security, revenue 
collection and other official work for the sake of the Sultan. He could be 
discharged or transferred as the Sultan pleased. Yet he had an aspect of 
the 'feudal bureaucrat' in the sense that he maintained troops on his own 
account and held a 'temporary overlordship' of a certain area. 
This dual character of service and responsibilities was not 
confined to the havaldar alone; it extended generally to the middle-calss 
and particularly to the high-class nobles of the Sultanate. 
Moreover, not only the large fief-holders but the hereditary 
desais also and even the royal havaldars had ample scope for 
transforming themselves into the 'overlords' of the entire regions in 
their charge, once the controlling mechanism of the Sultan over them 
and their sentimental and practical bond with the Sultan weakened. 
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INTRODUCTION 
As far as the trend in Indian historical writing is concerned, 
the ruled have largely been neglected. But, it is also true that the 
rulers too have not received enough attention. Although, there are 
many impressive biographies of Indian rulers and royal families are 
available. But the rulers, however authoritative they might have 
been, represented only a segment of the ruling class, so the nobles or 
officers of the rulers, also deserve close attention because this class 
is as important as the ruler. 
This thesis is an attempt at making, an appraisal of the 
nobility of the Bijapuri Kingdom from its foundation in 1489 to its 
fall in 1686. The Kingdom was an off-shoot of the Bahmani 
Kingdom and founded by Yusuf Adil Khan, who was the governor of 
the province of Bijapur, under the Bahmani Sultans, became 
autonomous in 1489. This thesis covers the entire period of the 
existence of Adil Shahi dynasty and concerns only with the nobility 
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of the Kingdom. But for various reasons the subject has been 
confined within the limitations may still be considered not 
unimportant. By the last quarter of the 17"" century the mighty 
Mughal Empire had swallowed almost all the kingdoms of the 
Deccan. Though, the process of dissolution had begun much earlier. 
At the time when the west was forging ahead in every walk of life, 
Indian society too was neither static, nor stagnant, but, politically at 
least, deteriorating and even retreating from the levels it had 
previously reached. Now, the question arises that, in what ways this 
political decline, of such momentous consequence for the later 
course of Indian history, to be explained? Obviously such an 
explanation cannot be provided simply on the basis of speculation or 
on prior assumptions. Therefore, this needs a detailed study of all 
the elements of the structure of the Adil Shahi Kingdom which may 
supply the ground-work for such an explanation. Among these 
elements, the Adil Shahi ruling class occupies a remarkable place. 
So, a detailed analysis of the ruling class and its nature and the role 
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is desired. The principle objective of the study of the Adil Shahi 
nobility is, to describe the institutions and traditions that defined its 
organisation and policies, and the stresses and strains to which it 
was subjected. 
In order to prevent any misunderstanding it should made 
clear that the use of the term 'nobility' in the title does not in any 
way anticipate the conclusions reached out in this thesis, about the 
actual nature and the role of the Bijapuri ruling class. The term 
'nobility', generally denotes the class of persons who were officers 
of the king and at the same time formed the superior class in the 
political order and it is used in this thesis, strictly in this sense. This 
word is the conventional English equivalent to the Arabic-Persian 
term Umara (plural of amir), which in the medieval times as a 
whole, was applied to all the higher strata of the official class 
holding ranks (mansabs), in an office as an Officer. It should be 
added that this thesis does not pretend to comprehend within its 
scope all mansabdars, or holders of ranks who formed the bulk of the 
official class, but only the mansabdars of such ranks and status as 
could reasonably be counted in the ranks of the ruling class, on the 
basis of their power and income. 
The thesis is mainly based on primary sources both 
published and unpublished. And a critical evaluation of these 
sources has been made in the first chapter. Though the material on 
the subject is fairly extensive in several languages, it is mainly 
based on Persian sources. Almost all the primary sources, relevant to 
the subject have been used. Archival documents, both in Persian and 
other languages, have been used. Epigraphic and numismatic 
material also has been exploited and utilised. Secondary sources, 
both works and research papers and contributions in various 
periodicals have been consulted with a view to find out the missing 
links. A critical study of the different points of view of the 
secondary authorities has been made in the footnotes. 
In chapter-II, an attempt has been made to analyse the 
composition of the Bijapuri nobility to provide an internal cohesion. 
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As to internal cohesion, we have to study the groups and the races, 
which formed the Bijapuri nobility, considering especially the 
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question of the position of the Afaqi (foreigners) and their 
descendents, Deccanis, Marathas, Habashis (Abyssinians) and 
Afghans, including the two communities within the Muslims i.e. Shia 
and Sunni. As a background to this thesis the Bahmani nobility have 
also been briefly outlined in this chapter. 
In chapter-Ill, an attempt has been made to show the 
relationship of the nobles with the Crown along with the attitude of 
different groups of nobles towards various imperial policies and 
administration. Adil Shahis were not very different from the general 
setup of other Muslim governments of that period, when the nobles 
used to hold an important position and were tremendously exercising 
their power and influence over the king. They occupied a significant 
place in the administrative setup of the government and as advisors 
to the Crown in determining the internal as well as external policies 
of the State. 
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However, in theory the king enjoyed absolute power, but the 
implementation of his policies and the administration of the state 
could only be run through his nobles or officers. Therefore, directly 
or indirectly the opinions and interests of the nobles had their 
bearing on it. The Bijapuri nobles often differed among themselves 
and were divided into groups and factions on important matters of 
policy. Since, the Adil Shahi nobility consisted of diverse ethnical 
and religious elements and were divided in various factions. So, they 
were more loyal to their own ethnic groups rather than the King. 
From the examination of the sources it appears that the political 
influence of the nobles in the Adil Shahi kingdom differs from 
monarch to monarch. Thus, to suppress factionalism and to keep 
them in check, the King had placed all his officers in single 
hierarchical system and made the routine of Jagir transfers. Even 
after all these arrangements, throughout the Adil Shahi dynasty, the 
nobles did influence the politics of their time in one way or the other 
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and the crown was always playing in the hands of one group or the 
others in the name of religion or ethnicity. 
In Chapter-IV, an attempt has been made to analyse the role 
of the nobles in shaping the relationship of the Adil Shahi Sultanate 
with the neighbouring Kingdoms. How, far the nobles were 
successful in maintaining a peaceful relationship with the Kingdoms 
in the south as well as with the mighty Mughal Empire in the north. 
While probing the relationship with Vijayanagar it has especially 
been dealt with the noble's point of view rather than the states 
policy towards the kingdom. What role the nobles have played in 
dealing with a Hindu kingdom as we know that the kingdom was 
invaded in 1564, by a confederacy made by the sultans of the Deccan, 
in which the nobles have played a vital role. The noble's active 
participation must have played a major role in shaping the external 
and internal relation of Bijapur with the Indian States and shaped the 
destiny of the Kingdom. It was the Adil Shahi nobility who 
prevented the Kingdom from ruins. The Nobles, irrespective of a 
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very sharp division they made efforts to shun their personal rivalries 
within the State to form an alliance amongst the rival Kingdoms, 
Throughout the history of Bijapur, the nobles enjoyed the 
patronage of the ruler and also exerted their influence in the politics 
of Bijapur. Thus the nobles at Bijapur controlled the strings of 
political strategy not only in the Deccan but also with the Mughals 
and the Islamic world especially with Iran, because all the kingdoms 
of medieval times were maintaining diplomatic relationship and 
these diplomats or envoys were basically the nobles, now the 
question arises that whether these diplomats or nobles were 
representing their government properly or not. Are they able to 
convey or convince the rulers of the neighbouring kingdoms about 
the policies adopted by their government is justifiable or not. So, 
these are the questions, which, has been dealt at great length in this 
chapter. One more thing needs to be mentioned here that although, 
they have relationship with the Europeans, especially with the 
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Portuguese, has not been the part of this thesis due to some other 
reason. 
In Chapter-V, an attempt has been made to analyze the 
administrative functions of the nobles and the methods of their 
remuneration. In an autocratic system like Adil Shahis, the fortune 
of the Nobles (Officers) directly or indirectly depends upon the 
official approval of the Sultan. Therefore, the eyes of the nobles 
v/ere constantly turned towards the Court. As these nobles were 
vested with some power, so the Sultan had to see that it should not 
be abused and his orders should be implemented or carried out 
properly because, the Sultan had to govern the Sultanate through the 
Nobles or the Officers. 
The Adil Shahi nobles obtained their salary either in cash or 
through assignment of the revenues of various territories, known as 
jagirs. But the problems which the jagirdars (holders of jagirs) faced 
in the work of revenue collection and government, especially in the 
17"" century, stand in need of detailed treatment. At the same time 
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the ways in which the Sultan sought to restrain the authority of the 
jagirdars, and the extent to which he succeeded in it, have to be 
carefully studied. The existence of the chiefs or holders of superior 
rights over land or its produce was an important factor in the 
political society of the time. The relations between this class and the 
Bijapuri nobility need to be investigated. The place occupied by the 
Chiefs in the Bijapuri ruling class and the attitude of the latter 
towards this class as a whole are interesting questions that needs to 
be probed. The attitude of the Sultan towards various sections of the 
nobility was, of course, of single importance. 
CHAPTER - I 
CHAPTER-1 
EVALUATION OF SOURCES 
The sources on the nobility of the Bijapur kingdom is fairly extensive 
and good in both Persian and non-Persian languages. However, these sources are 
not as rich as the Mughal sources particularly on this topic i.e. nobility. 
The Persian sources can be classified under two categories: Chief 
histories of Adil Shahi Kingdom and the sources of other States giving account 
relevant to the nobility of the Adil Shahi Kingdom. 
Chief Histories of Bijapur can by Classified under two Categories: 
(i) Contemporary: Guhhan-i-Ibrahimi by Muhammad Qasim Ferishta; 
Tadhkirat-ul-Muluk (Ms.) by Rafiuddin S'hirazi; Futuhat-i-Adil Shahi 
(Ms.) by Fuzuni Astrabadi; Muhammad Noma (Ms.) by Mulla Zuhur; 
Tarikh-i-Ali Adil Shahiyah by Qazi NuruUah. 
(ii) Non-Contemporary: These sources includes Ahwal-i-Salatin-i-Bijapur 
(Ms.) by Muhiuddin Pirzada and Basatin-us-Salatin by Ibrahim Zubairi. 
Among the contemporary chief histories first comes Gulshan-i-Ibrahimi 
after making some changes it was renamed as Nauras Noma. The former name is 
connected with Ibrahim Adil Shah II and the later with the new capital, 
Nauraspur, founded by his patron. But the work is generally referred to as 
Tarikh-i-Farishta by Mohammad Qasim Hindu Shah, sumamed Farishta. He 
compiled the general history of India from the earlier times, at the behest of 
Ibrahim Adil Shah II and presented it to him on 1606 A.D. But later on it was 
supplemented with details upto 1623 A.D. Farishta was born at Astarabad, on the 
border's of the Caspean Sea, about 1570 A.D. His father, Ghulam Ali Hindu 
Shah was the tutor to Prince Miran Husain, son of Murtaza Nizam Shah of 
Ahmadnagar. He left Ahmadnagar on the dethronement and murder of the 
parricide Miran Husain in 1589 A.D. and withdrew to Bijapur where he was 
introduced by Dilawar Khan, the regent to Ibrahim Adil Shah II. He stayed at 
Bijapur from 1591 A.D. to his death in 1623 A.D. However, Farishta fought on 
the side of Bijapur in the battle which preceded the downfall of the regent, 
Dilawar Khan and was taken prisoner by Jamal Khan the general of Ahmadnagar 
and somehow effected his escape shortly and was again introduced to the King 
by Inayat Kahn of Shiraz about the year 1593 A.D. Ibrahim Adil Shah II 
presented him a copy of Raiidat-us-Safa of Mir Khawand and bade him to 
undertake the compilation of a comprehensive history of India, with Raudat as 
the model. He also remarked that no competent person had written a general 
history of the Muslims in India, except Nizam-ud-Din Ahmad's Tabaqat-i-Akbar 
Shahi, and even his work was too brief and imperfect as regards the Deccan. 
Farishta's monumental history deals with practically every Muslim monarchy of 
medieval Deccan, which to the greater extent was based on facts and devoid of 
falsehood and flattery. 
Farishta divided his work into twelve chapters besides introduction and 
conclusion. The work commences from the early Islamic period, for which he 
says that he had consulted thirty-five different histories of the past. Although it is 
a general history of the whole country, provincial dynasties have not been 
neglected. A detailed account of some of them is given in the book. 
While dealing with the history of India he divided it into three Maqalas. 
The third Maqala, divided into six Raozas, deals with the kingdom of the 
Deccan. Though the second Raoza was completely dedicated to the history of 
Adil Shahi dynasty from its foundation, the political relation with the Bahmanis, 
during the evolution of the Adil Shahi Kingdom finds place in the first Raoza, 
which was devoted to the Bahmani Sultans. The history of each Adil Shahi ruler 
from Yusuf Adil Shah to Ibrahim Adil Shah II is described in a chronological 
manner and bringing his narrative upto the year 1606 A.D. 
Farishta is our chief source for the nobles history of the Adil Shahi 
Kingdom of Bijapur from its inception and evolution to its annexation to the 
Mughal Empire in 1686 A.D. He supplies details of the nobles conflicts, 
disputes, hostilities and their relations with various ethnic groups as well as the 
Deccan States and the conclusion of treaties or agreements etc. Elaborate and 
minute details of the campaigns which are useftil for the interpretation of the 
nobility are given. As an eye-witness for the events of late 16'*' and early 17* 
century, Farishta's graphic and concise account is fairly reliable and authentic. 
But there are exceptions. Thus for events which are not contemporary to him or 
known to him personally he is not certain and makes vague statements. For 
instance, he is not definite as to whether Yusuf Adil Khan declared independence 
in 1489 or 1489-90 A.D. He does not give the exact date. His account is 
incomplete at some places. 
He has committed many a slip in his brief description of the 
history of the Qutb Shahis. He says that Muhammad Quli Qutb Shah 
ascended the throne in 1581 A.D.at the age of 12, when he himself gives 
the date of his birth as 1567 A.D. Again, writing in 1609-10 A.D. he says 
that the envoy of Shah Abbas Safawi of Iran, Aghuzlu Sultan, was still in 
the Deccan waiting for the acceptance of the proposal of marriage of the 
Shah's son to Muhammad Quli's daughter Hayat Bakshi Begum, although 
the princess had already been married to Sultan Muhammad. 
Another drawback of Farishta's history is that he has not fully 
narrated under Bijapur the account of its relations with other states. Some 
events of diplomatic relations between Bijapur and Ahmadnagar or 
Golkonda are not fully detailed under the history of the Adil Shahs. 
Common events are differently narrated at different places. Thus, in some 
cases, accounts from two different parts have to be correlated in order to 
render the history intelligible. For instance the agreement of 1572 A.D. 
between AH Adil Shah I and Murtazza Nizam Shah I, is incomplete in both 
the parts of the history of the two kingdoms. The agreement is complete 
only when its terms given in different sections are combined together. In 
the same way he makes certain wrong statements when he is relating the 
history of the Bahmanis. In spite of these and other shortcomings 
Farishta's history contains a mass of facts, figures and dates unsurpassed in 
the existing chronicles of medieval India. 
In 1794 A.D. Captain Jonathan Scott published his translation of 
the history of Farishta at Shrewsbury. It was its first translation and then 
the Persian text was edited by John Briggs with the help of Mir Khairat Ali 
Khan Mushtaq and published in two volumes by the Government of 
Bombay in 1831-32 A.D. two years before the Persian text was published, 
appeared in 1829 A.D. in four volumes the monumental English rendering 
of Farishta's history by Briggs. The work was published in London. It was 
later reprinted in India. The Nawal Kishore Press, Lucknow also published 
the Persian text in two volumes in 1855 A.D. and also an Urdu translation. 
This translation of Fida Ali was also published by the Osmania University, 
Hyderabad. 
The second contemporary chief history was Rafiuddin Ibrahim 
Shirazi's' Tadhkirat-ul-Miiluk. He was born about 1540-41 A.D. and came 
to Bijapur as a merchant and gyrated into Adil Shahi service in the time of 
Ali Adil Shah I, rising to the post of Royal Secretary and Mint Master. Not 
only this he also held the offices of Governor of Bijapur and Steward 
(Khawansalar) of Prince Path Khan. He rose in the estimation of Ibrahim 
Ms. No. His. 142, Cat., 1, 362 at Salar Jung Library, Hyderabad. For short notice 
by Prof. V. R. Natu, see (J.B.B.R.A.S.) XXII, 1905, 17 ff. 
Adil Shah II who sent him on an important diplomatic mission to 
Ahmadnagar in 1597 A.D. 
The history of the Adil Shahi dynasty covered by Rafiuddin is 
almost the same as that covered by Farishta. It records the history from the 
beginning of Yusuf Adil Khan's career to the reign of Ibrahim Adil Shah 
II, upto 1611 A.D. Though it is primarily a history of Bijapur in nine 
chapters, but the author prefaces it by a short history of the Bahmanis and 
ends it with an epilogue on the Mughals from Timur to Akbar. So, in the 
first chapter it records briefly the history of Bahmanis; from chapter two to 
chapter five are devoted each to the first four Adil Shahi rulers, i.e., Yusuf 
Adil Khan, Ismail Adil Khan, Mallu Adil Khan, Ibrahim Adil Shah I 
respectively; in the sixth chapter he deals with the Sultans of Gujrat, 
Nizam Shahi's of Ahmadnagar, and Qutb Shahis of Golkonda; seventh 
chapter is the continuation of the history of Ali Adil Shah I from the fifth 
chapter; chapter eight records the history of Ibrahim Adil Shah IPs reign; 
while the ninth chapter briefly notices the Mughal and Safawid rulers of 
Persia with whom the Adil Shahis had close relations. 
Rafiuddin's account of the reigns of Ali Adil Shah I and Ibrahim 
Adil Shah II is most valuable and authentic, because he was an eye-witness 
and had served both these Sultans under various capacities. Being a noble 
and an official of Bijapur, his account of the other nobles and officials 
occupies a unique and special position. 
It is interesting to note that he did not suffixes the royal titles of 
"Shah" to the first four Adil Shahi rulers and call them by their name 
without using the epithet Shah, while Farishta had used this epithet from 
the very beginning of Yusuf Adil Khan's reign. Rafiuddin who was not 
only a historian but a very high profile noble, well versed in politico-
diplomatic relations, calls the first two rulers by their Bahmani titles as 
Majlis-i-Rafi Yusuf Adil Khan or Ismail Adil Khan, while to Mallu and 
Ibrahim he suffixes the title of "Khan" only. Although there are definite 
inscriptions of the fourth ruler Ibrahim I wherein he is called Shah and this 
is partly correct, because from 1536 A.D. Ibrahim Adil Shah I was a full-
fledged sovereign and adopted the title of "Shah". However, from the fifth 
ruler Ali Adil Shah I onwards he started suffixing the title of 'Shah'. It is 
also interesting that he has traced the genealogy of the founder of the 
dynasty, Yusuf Adil Khan to Mahmud Beg of Sawah in Central Asia, not 
to Mahmud, the Ottoman Sultan as is sometimes asserted. Being an eye-
witness some accounts of him are different from that of Farishta. For 
instance, Farishta attributes the origin of the confederacy against 
Vijayanagar in 1564 A.D. to Ali Adil Shah I, whereas Rafiuddin who was 
not only an eye-witness but was associated with Ali Adil Shah and was 
present in the battle of Banihatti, records that Husain Nizam Shah was the 
father of the confederacy. He also gives an account of Malik Amber, 
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throwing new light on his life and career, and has some highly interesting 
observation on the Eilora cave temples. 
But there are certain matters which the author has included on 
hearsay and they have to be discounted. Thus, like Farishta he gives a 
position of authority to "Gangu Pandit" during the rule of the founder of 
the Bahmani dynasty and narrates some super-natural stories about Hazrat 
Sirajuddin Junaidi, the patron saint of the early Bahmanis. On the whole 
some of the details in Tadhkirat-ul-Muluk are well worth consideration and 
fill in certain lacunae left by other chroniclers. 
Except for the first chapter of the book, which was published in 
the Hyderabad Journal "Tarikh" many years ago, the book has not seen the 
light of print while some manuscript are found in the Salar Jung library at 
Hyderabad and in the British Museum. The late Sir Jadunath Sarkar had 
also a copy and it was probably made for him from the British Museum 
copy. Only the portion relating to the Bahmanis has been translated into 
English by Major King as a supplement to his translation of portion of the 
Burhan-i-Maathir. 
The third contemporary chief history was in the form of a 
comprehensive historical monograph of the reign of Muhammad Adil 
Shah, at whose instance Muhammad Hashim Fuzuni Astrabadi^ had written 
2 Ms. British Museum. Add., 27,251. For short notices see Sir Jadunath Sarkar: 
"A/a//* Ambar- A New Life"- I.H.Q.. September 1933; K. K. Basu. ''History of 
Ibrahim Adil Shah IF -{J.B.O.R.S.), XXIV (4). 189 ff 
Futuhat-i-Adil Shahi in 1640-43 A.D. He supplements the facts recorded in 
the history ofFarishta. 
As its name shows it is the history of the Adil Shahi dynasty and it 
is particularly valuable as the source book for the reigns of Ibrahim Adil 
Shah II and Muhammad Adil Shah, to whose accounts Fuzuni was an eye-
witness. The work is divided into six chapters, in chronoJogicaJ order, are 
devoted to the first six Adil Shahi rulers, i.e., Yusuf Adil, Ismail Adil, 
Ibrahim Adil Shah, Ali Adil Shah, Ibrahim Adil Shah II and Muhammad 
Adil Shah. The last two chapters are more comprehensive in their 
treatment than the preceding ones, and these chapters cover two-third 
space of the monograph. At the end of the fifth chapter are notices of the 
poets who lived at the court of Ibrahim Adil Shah II and also gives 
glimpses of the literary life at the court and adds to our information about 
Malik Amber. 
Fuzuni is an indispensable source for the nobles of Bijapur and 
their role in shaping the relations with the Mughals, Ahmadnagar and 
Vijayanagar. It gives certain unique accounts which shaped Shah Jahan's 
policy towards Bijapur. For insctance, the letter of Mustafa Khan, 
addressed to Abul Hasan Bijapuri envoy at Shah Jahan's court, which 
reveals a secret agreement between Adil Shah and Shah Jahan and which 
compelled the latter to be kind and friendly towards the former. He 
faithfully quotes numerous controversial versions of an incident and then 
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finally attempts to give his own version. However, he sometimes ends the 
controversial account abruptly. 
The Futuhat is the earliest source available on the history of the 
later period of Ibrahim Adil Shah II, from 1606 to 1627 A.D. It is an 
exclusive and independent history of the Adil Shahi dynasty and it is 
certainly far more comprehensive and richer in details than the brief work 
of Rafiuddin. Each chapter of the Futuhat appears to be an expansion of 
the corresponding chapter of Tadhkirat. 
The only known copy of the Futuhat is in the British Museum, and 
a photo state copy is in the Bombay Record Office, while a hand written 
copy was in the library of Sir Jadunath Sarkar. It is probably due to the 
uniqueness of the manuscript that it is rarely mentioned by research 
scholars. 
The fourth contemporary chief history of this period is Muhammad 
Nama^ by Zuhur bin Zuhuri, popularly known as MuUa Zuhur. It is mainly 
the history of Muhammad Adil Shah's reign (1626-56 A.D.); but it also 
gives an account of the later period of Ibrahim Adil Shah II's reign and 
thus supplements Tadhkirath. An interesting feature of this book is that it 
gives the dates of certain social functions, marriages, urses of Muslim 
3 Ms. Bijapur Museum, Bijapur. It is a re-copy of the Kapurthala Library. For a 
short notice see B. D. Verma: "History in Muhammad Noma", Shivaji 
Nibandhavali II (2). 73 ff. 
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saints and construction of some royal palaces. It thus throws considerable 
light on the social history of Bijapur. 
It is the only source giving minute details of Bijapuri nobles and 
their relations with the rulers of Karnataka, Ginji, Thanjavur, Madura, etc. 
Thus, describes the southern campaign of Muhammad Adil Shah. It is also 
an important source for the campaigns of Shahji and Shivaji in the South. 
The historical account of Muhammad Nama is divided into ten 
chapters: The first chapter mentions the hostilities with Ahmadnagar and 
conquest of Parenda, siege of Bankapur; chapter two gives elaborate 
details of hostilities with the Mughals, communications with Abdullah 
Qutb Shah of Golkonda in respect to the Mughal hostilities and marriage of 
his sister with Muhammad Adil Shah, dual policy of Khawas Khan in 
helping Ahmadnagar against the Mughals and at the same time invading its 
territory, and the role of Bijapuri Commander, Murari Pandit in setting up 
a new Nizam Shah; the third chapter mainly deals with the internal affairs 
of Bijapur; the fourth chapter deals with circumstances which led to the 
conclusion of the so-called Treaty of 1636 A.D, between Shah Jahan and 
Muhammad Adil Shah. The terms of the Treaty given by Zuhur are 
identical with those given by Lahori. The fifth, sixth and eight chapters 
are devoted for Bijapur's Campaign in the South; while the seventh is 
partly devoted to the Mughal Campaign in Deccan and the Karnataka 
affairs. Chapter nine and ten deals with the important social affairs and the 
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private life of the officials of Bijapur which throws light on the life style of 
the nobles and their participation in the enrichment of culture and 
traditions. 
Mulla Zuhur ends his account abruptly in 1654 A.D. Thus, he 
leaves a lacuna for the last years of Muhammad Adil Shah's reign. Mirza 
Ibrahim Zubairi has utilized a part of Muhammad Nama in his Basatin-us-
Salatim and also gives the information that Muhammad Adil Shah 
commissioned Mulla Zuhur to compile a history of the reign on the basis 
and model of Rafiuddin Shirazi's Tadhkirat-ul-Muluk. 
A copy of Muhammad Nama is preserved in the collection of Sir 
Jadunath Sarkar which is itself a copy of the manuscript stocked in the 
Kapurthala Library, dated 1782 A.D. There are two other copies of 
Muhammad Nama, one in the Bijapur Museum and another in the Salar 
Jung Library, Hyderabad. This work had been translated in brief extracts 
by Professor Bhagwat Dayal Verma and published under the title "History 
in Muhammad Nama" in Shivaji Nibandhavali, Vol.11, edited by 
N.C.Kelkerin I931,Poona. 
Tarikh-i-Ali Adil Shahiyah is the fifth chief contemporary sources 
by Qazi NuruUah'* and also called Imh-i-Adil Shahiyah owing to its ornate 
composition and diction. It is the second historical monograph among the 
4 Ms Salar Jung Library. Text edited and printed by Abul-Nasr Muhammad Khalid, 
Hyderabad, 1964. 
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chief contemporary sources, written at the order of Ali Adil Shah II. It 
deals with the history of Ali Adil Shah II and narrates events from his birth 
to the ninth years of his reign, i.e.. 1666 A.D. when Jai Singh and Shivaji 
invaded Bijapur, but they were repulsed. Qazi Nurullah, whose ancestors 
migrated to Bijapur from Gujarat on its occupation by the Mughals in 1573 
A.D. 
Basaiin-us-Salaiin, a non-cotemporary source of this period 
mentions this book twice - firstly in the introduction (p.4) of the book and 
secondly when the writer is giving short sketches of the lives of eminent 
personages who flourished in the time of Mohammad Adil Shah (p.334) 
and says that he was one of the prominent person present at the court of Ali 
AdilShahII(p.43I). 
The writing of the book was completed in 1667 A.D. It has ten 
chapters. Four out of ten chapters are devoted to purely political and 
military affairs, which throws a considerable light on the activities of the 
nobles in the political and military affaris of the kingdom. From the 
nobility's point of view, the fifth chapter gives details of Adil Shah's 
relations with Shivaji and the process of the evolutions of the Maratha 
dominion by the gradual shrinkage of Bijapur kingdom and the reaction or 
retaliation of the nobles in this process. The sixth and seventh chapters 
mention Bijapur's campaign in the Karnatak, fromt the point where Mullah 
Zuhur left. The eighth chapter gives details of Mughal Bijapur hostilities 
14 
and offer of Abdullah Qutb Shah to send military assistance to Bijapur to 
meet the Mughal onslaught. While the ninth and tenth chapters deal with 
the social activities of the court which are of importance to a studetit of the 
social history of the period and also throw light on the social activities of 
the nobles and the contemporary history of Bijapur. 
Since Nurullah was closely associated with the Bijapur court, his 
narrative is reliable and authentic. It is written in elegant and flowery style 
with frequent poetic extracts, thus making the historical account tense and 
pedantic, full of picturesque similes and metaphors. 
It was edited by Abul-Nasr Muhammad Khalidi and printed at 
Hyderabad in 1964. A manuscript copy of this work was made for Sir 
Wolseley Haig at Hyderabad early in this Century. This is now with Dr. 
P.M. Joshi. 
Among the chief non-contemporary sources first comes the Ahwal-
i-Salatin-i-Bijapur^ of Ghulam Muhiuddin Pirzada is a sketchy history of 
the Adil Shahi dynasty from the beginning to the death of Sikandar Adil 
Shah in 1699 A.D. The compilation of the work was started in 1806, and 
completed in 1820. The work is divided into eight books, one each for the 
eight recognized Adil Shahi rulers. The work is too concise and is more a 
chronological diary of important events. The author himself says that the 
work was compiled from two earlier works written in the time of Ali Adil 
5 Ms. British Museum, Add., 26,270. 
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Shah II, one by Mir Ibrahim Asad Khani and the other by Shaikh Abul 
Hasan. It is however useful in fixing dates for the action and movements of 
nobles of Bijapur.'' 
The second non-contemporary source is Basatin-us-Salatin by 
Ibrahim Zubairi. It is the only comprehensive and complete history of Adil 
Shahi dynasty, ranging from the foundation of the monarchy, i.e., 1489 
A.D. to its dissolution in 1686 A.D. to the Mughal Empire by Aurangzeb, 
and carried on to Brithish hegemony consequent on the last Maratha War 
in 1818 A.D. 
Other Persian Sources: 
If all the histories of Bijapur, both contemporary and non-
contemporary are put together, even then they do not provide complete 
information about 'Adil Shahi' nobility. They have to be supplemented by 
other sources, both Persian and non-Persian, in order to render a complete 
account of the nobility. The other Persian sources can be classified under 
General Works and Collection of Correspondences. 
6 Most of the dates in this thesis are based on this Ahwal. But frequent references to 
it in the footnotes have been avoided. 
7 Printed (Litho) Hyderabad, 1310. Partly (upto the reign of Ali Adil Shah I), Trans, 
into Engl. By K.K. Basu and published in J.B.O.R.S. and I.A. (New Series). 
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General Works : 
The Burhan-i-Ma'athir^ by Syed 'Ali Tabataba compiled at the 
behest of Burhan Nizam Shah in 1591-92 A.D., is an essential source for 
the role played by the nobles in maintaining the relations with Bahmanis 
from 1489 to 1534 A.D.; and also throws light on the nobles relation with 
Ahmadnagar, Mughals and inter-states relations of Bijapur with the other 
Deccan Kingdoms. 
For the Mughal-Bijapur relations and for the Mughal campaigns of 
Bijapur, with reference to the nobles there is no dearth of material. For 
Akbar's reign the Mughal chroniclers Nizamu'd-din Ahmad, Abu'1-Fadl 
and Badaoni in their works Tabaqat-1-Akbar Shahi^ Akbar Nama'", and 
Muntakhb-al-Tawarikh" furnish sufficient material for the evolution of 
Akbar's policy towards Bijapur and how he gradually exercised verbal 
strategy over 'Adil Shah. Equally important is Asad Beg's Waqa'i Asad 
8 Text published In Hyderabad in 1936 and English trans, of a part of the work by 
Major J. S. King as: The History of Bahmani Dynasty, London, 1900. And the 
other part was translated partly and published by King in Indian Antiquary (I. A.), 
September 1898, onwards; and also by Sir Wolseley Haig in /. A. from 1920 
onwards as the History of the Nizam Shahi Dynasty of Ahmedangar. 
9 Elliot and Dowson Eng. Trans., New Edition 1952 (2 parts). 
10 H. Beveridge's Eng. Trans., Vol. Ill, (B. /.), 1910. 
11 Text edited by Maulvi Ahmad 'Ali (B. /.), 1868, Eng. Trans., by Lowe (Vol. 111). 
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Beg'' which provides essential details of Asad Beg's missions to Bijapur 
and Ibrahim 'Adil Shah becoming Akbar's disciple. 
For Jahangir's reign the history of Mughal-Bijapur relations is 
provided in Jahnagir's own memoirs Tiizuk-1 Jahangiri'^ and in Iqbal 
Nama-i Jahangiri of Mu-tamad Khan. They supply useful information 
about the nobles and there correspondence and sending of peshkash by 
Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II to the Mughal Court. Details of the circumstances 
leading to adaptation of conciliatory policy by Jahangir towards Bijapur in 
order to alienate the latter from Ahmadnagar are supplied by these 
chronicles. 
Shah Jahan's reign introduced new dimensions in Mughal-Bijapur 
relations. The circumstances which led to the issue of the farman (the so-
called Treaty of 1636) in the name of Muhammad 'Adil Shah are given in 
the Padsha Nama of Qazwini'"*, Lahori'^ and in 'Amal-i Swalih'^ of 
Muhammad Swalih Kambo, Lahori and Qazwini give the text of the 
correspondences prededing the faman and the text of the farman in 
extenso. And the political implications and consequences of the so-called 
12 Ms., British Museum. Eng. Trans., by B.W. Chapman, Add,. 30, 776. Dr. P. M. 
Joshi: "Asad Beg's Mission to Bijapur'. Potdar Commemoration Volume, Poena, 
1950, 184 ff. Proceedings of the Indian Historical Reords Commission (I.H.R.C.), 
XVlil, 87 ff. 
13 Eng. Trans., by Rogers and Beveridge (two vols.). 
14 Ms. British Museum, No. 173. 
15 Text Published (B. /.), 1866 (two vols.) 
16 Text Published (5. /.), 1912-46 (three vols.) 
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Treaty of 1636 are highlighted in the corresponcence that followed the 
famcin and the partition of the Ahmadnagar territory between the two 
rulers. 
Khafi Khan in his Muntakhab al-Liibab'^ not only repeats the 
history of Mughal-Bijapur relations given by Lahori but continues further. 
It is an essential source for Bijapuri nobles' and there relations during 
Aurangzeb's reign, which was marked by a changed aggressive policy 
towards Bijapur. It gives essential details of Mugha-Bijapur-Maratha 
triangular relations and the causes which led to the extinction of Bijapur as 
a Kingdom. 
The 'Alamgir Noma of Muhammad Qasim and Ma'athir-i 
'Alamgiri'^ of Musta'id Khan give concise accounts of Aurangzeb's 
campaign against Bijapur and his policy towards the latter. Both record the 
sending of'Adil Shahi envoys with presents to the Mughal Court. 
The Haft Anjuman of Munshi Udai Raj supplies the most 
authentic and essential material about the nobles and the triangular 
Mughal-Maratha-Bijapur relations during Mirza Raja Jai Singh's 
17 Text Published (B. I.), 1869. 
18 Text Published {B. /.). 1868. 
19 Eng. Trans., by Sir Jadunath Sarkar, 1947. 
20 Eng. Trans., by Dr. Jagdish Narayan Sarkar as The Military Despatches of a 17th 
Century Indian General, Calcutta, 1969. 
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campaign. The triangular relations in terms of noble's role preceding and 
following the Treaty of Purandar are masterly described. 
The Tarikh-i Dilkusha'' of Bhimsen gives an eye-witness account 
of Aurangzeb's Deccan campaigns against the tottering Bijapur Kingdom. 
He supplies important information about the cause of Aurangzeb's hostile 
attitude towards Bijapur leading to its extinction in \6%6 A.D. 
The Tarikh-i 'Alam Ara-i 'Abbasi" by Iskandar Beg Munshi, court 
chronicler of Shah 'Abbas 1 is the basic source for the Safawid-'Adil Shahi 
relations. It provides useful information on the exchange of officers 
between the 'Adil Shahi and the Safawid courts, and describes the role of 
Shah 'Abbas I and II played in the Mughal-Bijapur politics, from the 
Persian point of view. 
The Ma'thiru'l Vmara'^ by Shah Nawaz Khan, as a biographical 
dictionary of Mughal nobles, supplies good information about the Mughal 
campaigns of Bijapur and the role which the Mughal nobles played in the 
Mughal-Bijapur relations. 
Correspondences : 
Extensive use has been made of the correspondences that were 
exchanged between 'Adil Shahi court and the courts of other Indian States 
21 Eng. Trans.. V. G. Khobrekar, Published, Bombay. 1972. 
22 Published from Teheran, 1896. 
23 Eng. Trans., by H. Beveridge and Beni Prasad. Vol. 1, Calcutta, 1911. 
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and Iran. Some of these correspondences are found in general histories, 
e.g.. Tuzuk-i Jahangiri. Padshah Nama of Lahori and Qazwini, 
Muntakhab-al-Lubab of Khafi Khan etc. But majority of the important 
letters, relevant to the nobles history of Bijapur are preserved in various 
collections of letters. The following relevant manuscripts have been 
utilized: 
Jami'ul Murasalat by 'Abdu'l-Qasim Haidar.^'*: The Jami'ul-
Murasalat compiled in Iran by Abu'l-Qasim Haidar Beg, about the middle 
of I?"* century, is an essential source for the correspondence that passed 
between the Safawid and 'Adil Shahi rulers. It also contains the 
correspondence that passed between the Safawid and Mughal rulers, 
regarding the triangular relations of Iran-Bijapur-Mughals. 
Golconda letters by 'Abdu'l-'Ali Tabrizi.^': Tabrizi's collection 
of letters is an essential source for the Karnataka campaign of both Bijapur 
and Golconda. The letters not only record the agreement between the two 
States and its implications but also enlighten the dual role played by all 
those nobles involved from the side of - the 'Adil Shah, Qutb Shah, 
Nayaks of Ginji and Madura etc., and also the role played by Shah Jahan in 
settling the Bijapur-Golconda conflict over the partition of Karnataka. 
24 Ms. British Museum, Add. No. 7688. 
25 Ms. British Museum, Add. No. 6600. Eng. Trans., Dr. Jagadish Narayan Sarkar, 
LH.R.C. XWllJ.B.RS., XXX (2). 
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Makaiib-i Zamana-i Salatin-i Safawiyyah'^ contains two very 
important letters which Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II wrote to Shah 'Abbas I. 
They throw light on the Iran-Bijapur political relation. These letters are not 
found in any other source. 
Insha-i Taliqani by *Abdu'l-'Ali Taliqani.^^The Insha contains 
important and friendly letters of "Abdu'l-lah Qutb Shah, addressed to 'Adil 
Shah, on various aspects of Bijapur-Golconda relations. 
The Guldasta"^^ contains letters of Shah 'Abbas II. Shah Jahan, 
Aurangzeb, Prince Sultan Muhammad, etc,, all addressed to 'Abdu'l-lah 
Qutb Shah. They throw indirectly light on Mughal-Bijapur and Bijapur-
Golconda relations. 
Makatib-i Shahana-i Safawi wo Shahana-i HincP by Mirza Tahir 
Wahid contains letters of Shah 'Abbas I in the name of Jahangir and the 
Decccan Sultans. These letters throw light on the role of the Shah, played 
in the affairs of Bijapur and Deccan in general. In these letters the Shah 
requested Jahangir to refrain from the hostilities against the Deccan 
Sultans. 
26 Ms. Asafia Library, Hyderabad. No. 01214. 
27 Ms. Salar Jung,/1.A .^, 15, Cat. Ill, 846. 
28 Ms. Salar Jung, Imha, 2731, Eng. Trans, of Letters by K. K. Basu: "The 
Golconda-Court Letters", J.5.a/?.5., XXVI (4), 1940, 271 ff. 
29 Ms. Salar Jung/l.M 296. Cat., Ill, 1004. 
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Makatib-i Sultan 'Abdu'1-lah Qutb Shah^ *^  contains numerous 
letters of Abdu'1-lah Qutb Shah addressed to 'Adil Shah and other rulers, 
which throw light on various aspects of Bijapur-Golconda relations. 
Adab-i 'Alamgiri by Qabil Khan^' contains several letters and 
farmans oj Aurangzeb. addressed to 'Ali 'Adil Shah II and Sikandar 'Adil 
Shah on various aspects of MughaJ-Bijapur relations, Bijapur-Maratha 
relations and Bijapur-Golconda relations. They throw a flood of light on 
the aggressive and dictatorial policy which Aurangzeb adopted. 
Majmu'a: Insha-i 'Abdu'l-Wahhab^^ contains useful 
correspondences that passed between Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II and the 
Mughal Emperor Jahangir and also with the Mughal commanders in the 
Deccan. 
Munsha'at-i Farsi^^ of 'Abdu'1-lah Effendi is a collection of royal 
letters exchanged between the Ottoman Sultans and other Muslim rulers. It 
gives useful details about the role which the Afro-Asian rulers played in 
forming the confederacy against the Portuguese. 
30 Ms. Salar Jung No. A.N. 295, Cat. Ill, No. 847. 
31 Ms. Salar Jung (S.7.) 
32 Ms. Salar Jung, ^ .M 26. 
33 Ms. Asad EfTendi Library, Istanbul, Turkey. 
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Archival Documents : 
There are two types of archival documents. One is the Mughal 
documents^'' and the other "Adil Shah'ifarmans^ . 
The Mughal documents of Shah Jahan's reign supply information 
about 'Adil Shahi nobles as envoys to the court of Shah Jahan and to the 
court of Prince Aurangzeb, Viceroy of Deccan. They furnish details of the 
purpose of the missions, name of the envoy, presentation of peshkash and 
details of various other articles presented. They furnish details of Bijapuri 
nobles who deserted to the Mughal camp. 
The 'Alamgiri documents furnish information on the Mughal 
camp. Also they give details of Mughal encroachment into the internal 
affairs of Bijapur and in the Bijapur-Golconda affairs. 
The 'Adil Shahi farmans addressed to the nobles throw a flood of 
light on the diplomacy of 'Adil Shah adopted in the military campaigns 
against Shivaji, Nayaks of Karnataka etc. 
The 'Adil Shahi farmans addressed to the Europeans in the Deccan 
furnish details of the grants and concessions made to them. They are 
34 Shah Jahani and 'Alamgiri documents at State Archives, Hyderabad. 
35 At State Archives, Hyderabad. Some of them published and edited by Dr. Yusuf 
Husain Khan: Farmans and Sanads of the Deccan Sultans, 1963 and some 
published by G. H. Khare: Selected Articles - Bharti Itihas Sanshodaka Mandala 
(B./.S.M) Poona, 1966. 
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essential for the politico-diplomatic relations between Bijapur and the 
European settlements in the Deccan. 
Non-Persian Sources : 
Sanskrit Source: There are very few Sanskrit works useful for the 
study under review. The only Sans krit source which has some bearing on this 
subject is the Anupurana or Shiva Bharat^ *^  of Paramanand, a contemporary of 
Shivaji. Pramanand was a court poet, and has composed the life of Shivaji in 
epic style. His account, therefore, has become occasionally exaggerated. 
Besides, modem scholars have not yet succeeded in getting the complete work. 
In its present incomplete form it tells us about Shivaji's early activities upto 
1661 A. D. only. However, it is a useful work narrating the relations between 
the Marathas and the 'Adil Shahi rulers during the early phase of the rise of the 
Maratha power. The Cantos seventeen to twety-four of this epic present a 
graphic account of the Afdal Khan's episode, which proved to be a landmark in 
the history of relations between the Marathas and the 'Adil Shahi Kingdom. 
Marathi Sources: State papers narrating the relations between the 
Marathas and the 'Adil Shahi Kingdom in the Marathi language are 
practically nil. We have to depend, therefore, on contemporary chronicles 
and some family papers. 
36 Marathi Trans, by S. M. Divekar and D. V. Apte. Eng. Trans., in Source Book of 
the Maratha History (S.M.H.), ed. Rawlinson and Patwardhan, Bombay, 1929. 
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The only near contemporary Marathi Bakhar or Chronicle is the 
Life of Shivaji written by Krishnaji Anant Sabhasad^'. at the instance of 
Rajaram, nearly fourteen years after the death of Shivaji. Krishnaji was in 
the service of Shivaji, and hence he might have consulted important State 
papers, and personally witnessed many events of this period. His detailed 
account, therefore, is very useful for our purpose. Like Paramanand he too 
deals in gVeater detail the Afdal Khan's episode. 
The 9\-Qalmi Bakhar^^ is another important near contemporary 
Bakhar originally written by Dattaji Trimbak Waqa'i Navis and later on 
copied by Malkare. From internal evidence it appears that the Bakhar must 
have been written before 1685 or at least before 1713 A.D. It is an 
important source for the life and exploits of Shivaji. It supplies information 
about how Shahji's jagir was transferred and governed on his behalf; and it 
take-over by Shivaji, then its gradual detachment from Bijapur and 
establishment of an autonomous State. Thus it enlightens us about the 
political relations of Bijapur with the gradual expanding autonomous 
Maratha State of Shivaji. 
As regards the records, we hardly get any authentic State papers in 
Marathai which would serve our purpose. We have, therefore, to consult 
37 Eng. Trans., by J. K. Manker: Life and Exploits of Shivaji (Bombay 2nd ed. 1886) 
and S. Sen: Shiva Chatrapati (2nd ed. 1925). 
38 Source Book of Maratha History. Five versions of the 9\-Qalmi Bakhar are 
available, and Ihey have been edited by five eminent historians like, V. B. Sane, 
V. K. Rajwade, D. B. Parasnis, Forrest and Jadunath Sarkar. 
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certain family papers published by historians like Rajwade or institutions 
like Bharat Itihasa Sanshodaka Mandala, Poona. It must be admitted at the 
outset, we get very little information from these papers, which would 
enable us to establish the relationship between the Marathas and the 'Adil 
Shahis. 
The relevant volumes of the Marathyanchya Itihasachi Sadhane^ 
edited by V. K. Rajwade has some useful letters and documents which 
enlighten us about the nature of the 'Adil Shahi jagir held by Shahji and its 
transfer to Shivaji and the political relation of this jagir with the Bijapur 
kingdom during the evolution of the Maratha State. 
The Marathi publications of the Bharat Itihasa Sanshodaka 
Mandala, Poona, like the Shiva Charitra Sahitya, the Siva Kalin Patra Sar 
Sangraha, the Jedhe Shakavali, the Jedhe Karina etc. have been also 
consuhed. These sources furnish us chronology of important events, like 
Shivaji's campaigns against Bijapur etc. 
Deccani-Urdu Sources : 
The 'Ali Noma''" by Mulla Nusrati is a historical poem in Deccani. 
The author as an eye-witness to the reign of 'Ali 'Adil Shah II has 
compiled this historical monograph in the form of a long (about 428 pages) 
poem. Nusrati seems to have started compiling the book from the early 
39 Eng. Trans, in 5. M. H. 
40 Text edited by Prof. A. Majeed Siddiqui, Hyderabad, 1959. 
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period of 'AH *Adil Shah's reign and completed it in 1674 A.D. The poem 
consisting of odes and laudatory pieces is in seven qasidahs. The full 
details of the military campaign of 'Adil Shah against Shivaji, the 
Mughals, and in the Karnataka etc. are vividly described in the poem. And 
at the end of each campaign, its conclusion and the peace treaty details are 
mentioned. 
Arabic Sources: The Tuhfatu'l-Mujahidin'*' by Shaikh Dainuddin 
is an important source in Arabic for the Portuguese activity in the Malabar 
coast. It gives details of the confederacy of Bijapur with other Deccan 
rulers against the Portuguese and Bijapur's attempts in vain to recapture 
Goa. 
The Al-Fathal-Mubin li's Samiri al-Ladhi Yuhibbu'l Muslimiyn'^ 
(Grand Victory of the Zamorin who loves the Muslims) by Muhammad bin 
'Abdu'l 'Aziz of Calicut is an Urjuza (epic poem) which gives important 
details about the Indo-Portuguese struggle for supremacy over the seas. It 
gives useful details about the activities of various Indian rulers preceding 
their confederacy against the Portuguese. It is the only source which 
mentions the correspondence that passed between the 'Adil Shahis and the 
Zamorin of Calicut. 
41 Eng. Trans., M. Husain Nainar, Madras, 1945. 
42 Ms. India office Library, London, Ms. Or. N. 1044. 
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Rajasthani Source : The collection of Dingal Letters'*^ contain 
letters written by Aurangzeb to Shivaji and throw a flood of light on Jai 
Singh's and Aurcmgze's dual diplomacy in the Miighal-Maratha-Bijapur 
triangular relations. 
Kanarese, Telgu and Tamilian Sources: The Further Sources of 
Vijayanagara History by K. A. Nilakanta Sastri and N. Venkataramayana 
give extracts in English of the numerous sources in the Kanarese, Telugu 
and Tamil languages; they provide useful and accurate information, where 
the Persian Chroniclers are lacking and corroborate, in most cases the 
Persian authorities. 
European Sources : 
Portuguese: The original Portuguese records at the Goa Archives 
are most essential and unique documents for providing information about 
the nobles. There are innumerable numbers of documents relevant to the 
nobles activities in relation to Bijapur. The most essential sources are: 
Assentos do Comelho do Estado^^ in five volumes (1618-1750), 
contains scores of documents of various descriptions relevant to the 
nobility. They give details of the proceedings of the Council of Portuguese 
43 In Rajasthan State Archives, Bikaner. Eng. Trans, by Sir Jadunath Sarkar: House 
of Shivaji, Calcutta. 
44 Compiled by Panduranga S. Pissurlencar, 1953. A detailed subject Index to 
Assentos is under publication by Dr. Gune, Goa. 
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Viceroy and others. Regarding matters of Bijapur and the policy they 
adopted towards Bijapur. 
The Agentes da Diplomacia Portuguese na India contains 
documents about the agents of the Portuguese and their dealings. They 
enlighten on the procedures of the times. The role the agents, the 
^OTXnguQse and the Bijapur envoys played in bringing about war and peace, 
conclusion of treaties and various other transactions are detailed in these 
documents. 
The Livro de Pazes*^ contains texts of the peace treaties between 
the Portuguese and Bijapur. It contains also the proceedings of the 
ratifications of the Portuguese-Bijapur treaties which are not found in any 
other source of Bijapur history. 
The Collecscao de Tratados^^ by J. F. Biker is a collection 
containing all the treaties and agreements entered between the Portuguese 
at Goa and Indian rulers, including the 'Adil Shahs. 
to 
The Monocoes de Reino contains documents of various 
description, which throw light on the maritime relations of the Portuguese 
and Bijapur. The collections give detail of how the Portuguese exercised 
illegal sovereignty over the seas and controlled the Bijapur shipping. 
45 Compiled by Pissurlencar, Goa. 1952. 
46 The Book of Peace Treaties. 
47 Published from Lisbon, 1881. 
48 "The Book of the Monsoon". 
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The Cartazas*^ are unique documents which controlled the Bijapur 
shipping in the Indian Ocean and the Arabian Sea. It gives information 
about the number of ships the Bijapuris could play in a year between their 
ports and the ports in the Persian and Arabian Gulfs, details of the various 
prohibited and non-prohibited articles they could import and export. Above 
all, the Carlazas gave right to the Portuguese to raid and search any 
Bijapuri vassal at any time and imposed penalty for the breach of the rules 
of the Cartazas. 
The Portuguese translations of the letters and farmans of 'Adil 
Shahs, which were written in Persian and were sent to Goa are preserved in 
the Portuguese records. But since the Persian texts of these documents are 
not available, the Portuguese translations supply essential information 
about the nobles. 
The Commentaries of the Great Affenso da Albuquerque^^ provide 
good material on Albuquerque's diplomacy towards Bijapur and the 
latter's attitude of reconciliation towards the Portuguese. It furnishes 
information of the decision of the king of Portugal regarding the policy to 
be adopted towards Bijapur. They contain personal letter to Isma'il 'Adil 
Shah. 
English Factory Records: The correspondences of the English 
factors in the Deccan, compiled by Sir William Foster under the title the 
49 Passports for ships and shipping. 
50 Eng. Trans, by Walter De Gray Birch, Haklyut, 1815-17. 
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English Factories in India^' and the new series of the same compiled by Sir 
Charles Fawcett"^" supply very useful material not only for the Bijapur's 
relations with the British factories in the South India but also furnish 
useful information about Bijapur's relations with the Portuguese, the Dutch 
and the French. They supply an impartial account of Shivaji's campaign 
against Bijapur. 
The Dutch Record: The Dutch record of Dagh-Register^"', and the 
"Dutch Record at the Hague"^'' provide very useful information on not only 
Bijapur's relations with the Dutch in South India, but also on the Bijapuri 
nobles and the political relations with other European settlements in India. 
They also provide independent and impartial information on Bijapur's 
diplomatic relations with the Deccan rulers- Shivaji, Nizam Shah, Qutb 
Shah and the South Indian Nayaks. The Dagh-registers also mention 
various diplomatic missions to the 'Adil Shahi court. It gives the text of 
the 'Adil Shahi farmans relating to the Dutch which, in the absence of the 
original farmans in Persian, supply essential material for the relations 
51 Thirteen volumes of Foster from 1618 to 1669, Published in London. 
52 New Series (Vols.! and II). 
53 Eng. Trans. "Monumenta Historia Iniae" in Journal of the Bombay Historical 
Society (J.B.H.S.J, 1928, Vol. I, onwards. 
54 Eng. Trans, in Appendices by Dr. Balkrishna: Shivaji the Great, Vol. 11, Pt. I. Eng. 
Trans, of some of the records are given by Dr. P. M. Joshi: "John Van Twist's 
Mission to Bijapur, 1637", Journal of Indian History (J.I.H.), XXXIIl (2), II1 ff; 
also Dutch Records in Shivaji Nibhanavali, I. 
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between the Dutch and Bijapur and enlighten us on the dual diplomacy 
Bijapur adopted against the various European settlements in India. 
French Sources: The Memoires^" of Francois Martin supplies the 
essential material for the brief period of over a decade of political relations 
between the French and the Bijapur. Further it gives authentic information 
about Shivaji's campaign in the Bijapuri provinces in the Coromandel 
Coast and the dual diplomacy of the French by allying with Shivaji against 
their benefactor, 'Adil Shah. 
Jesuit Sources: The Jesuit letters''^ and accounts preserved in the 
private Archives of the Society of Jesus in Europe furnish a good deal of 
information on the various facets of Bijapuri nobles. These letters which 
were written by the Jesuit missionaries in South India to their superiors are 
either in Portuguese, or Latin or Italian. The Jesuit letters provide useful 
and impartial accounts of missions of some Padrees to the Court of 'Adil 
Shah, dealings between Bijapur and Goa, Bijapur's campaign along the 
Coromandel coast, Shivaji's campaign in the Bijapuri Coromandel 
provinces and several other details. 
55 Memoires de Francois Martin (1665-1694), Paris, 1931. 
56 Eng. Trans, of some of the Jesuit records are: H. Heras: "Jesuit letters and 
Accounts", I.H.R.C., 1942, XVIII, 16 ff. John Correa Afonso: Jesuit Letters and 
Indian History: H. Heras: "The Marathas in Southern India" Historical Miscellany 
(No.31), B.I.S.M. 1928, 7 ff. see also I.H.R.C.. 1925, 130 ff; J.B.H.S. 1928,1, 158 
ff. 
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Travel Accounts: The contemporary European travelers - Sir 
Thomas Roe", Lancaster'^ Purchas'^ William Finch^^ Thevenot^', 
John Fryers^", Manucci", Bernier^, Bowery^\ and Tavernier^^ etc., 
provide useful points for the inter-state relations of Bijapur with Indian 
States and with the European settlements in India. 
Epigraphical and Numismatic Sources : 
Epigraphical evidences^^ of Bijapur furnish most important 
information on the political relations of 'Adil Shahi rulers with the 
Bahmani Sultans. These have been fully utilized. The numismatic 
evidences furnish important information about the Persian impact on 
Bijapur. 
57 W. Foster (ed): The Embassy of Sir Thomas Roe to the Court of Great Mogul (2 
Vols.) 
58 Clements Markhen (ed): The Voyages of Sir James Lancester to East India, 
Haklyut, 1877. 
59 Samuel Purchas: Purchas his Pilgrims, London, 1625, Reprint Glasgow, 1905-7. 
60 In Purchas his Pilgrims. 
61 Sen (ed.): Indian Travels ofThevenot and Careri. 
62 Dr. John Fryer: A New Account of East India and Persia. Crooke (3 Vols.). 
63 Niccolao Manucci: Storia do Mogor (4 Vols.) Trans., and ed., by W. Irvine. 
64 Francois Bernier: Travels in the Mogul Empire, Trans., and ed., by A. Constable, 
London. 
65 Thomas Bowery: A Geographical Accounts of the Countries Round the Bay of 
Bengal (\669-n). 
66 V. Ball (ed.): Travels of Jean Baptiste Tavernier. 
67 Epigraphia Indo-Moslemica. 1925-26; 1930-32; 1939-40; Dr. M. Nazim: Bijapur 
Inscriptions (Memoirs of the Archaeological Survey of India. No. 49), 1936 James 
Bird; 'The Ruined City of Bijapur" — J.B.R.A.S.. May 1844. 367 ff. 
68 G. P. Taylor: "The Numismatic Supplements" — Journal of the Asiatic Society of 
Bengal (J.A.S.B.), VI (11 N.S.), December, 1910, 678 ff., June 1912, 228. 
CHAPTER - II 
CHAPTER -11 
COMPOSITION OF THE NOBILITY 
In this chapter an attempt has been made to analyze the composition 
of the nobility, but before we go on to discuss about the composition of the 
Adil Shahi nobility we will discuss very briefly the nobility of the Bahmani 
Kingdom as the Adil Shahi's have inherited everything from its parental 
state. 
Background: The Bahmani Nobility: 
The trend of events which contributed to the evolution of the Adil 
Shahi kingdom of Bijapur was marked by political confusion and 
disintegration during the last two decades of the 1S"* century. The splendid 
edifice of the Bahmani kingdom signalled the beginning of the decline with 
the murder of Mahmud Gawan, the saviour of the kingdom and the architect 
of a grand empire on S"' April 1481 A.D. The elements of disorder, which 
had partly been removed by the powerful personality of that minister, made 
their appearance in forces more formidable then ever and hastened the 
process of disintegration. Soon after his death factionalism at the court 
rudely subverted the political equilibrium; and egotism, intrigue, and 
disorder prevailed. After his death such a vast empire disintegrated and gave 
the signs of the coming storm which soon manifested itself and this storm in 
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its turn produced younger states which were to maintain the independence 
of a divided Deccan for another couple of centuries. 
Before going to make a survey of the Bahmani Nobility from 
Mahmud Gawans period onwards, it is necessary to have a look at the 
political development and the role played by the nobles before him. 
However, the Bahmani Kingdom was founded by Allauddin Hasan 
Bahman Shah, while the credit of its organisation and the foundation of its 
institutions go to Muhammad-I (1358-1375 A.D.), but after his death there 
were five rulers, who came to the throne one after the other, within a short 
span of 22 years or till the accession of Tajuddin Firoz to the throne on 1397 
A.D. During these 22 years i.e. 1375 to 1397 A.D. we see that there was a 
rapid succession to the throne, caused by the political upheaval, which lead 
to a visible decline of the cultural influence of the north. The most 
remarkable phenomenon of this period is that we find an increasing influx 
of vigorous human elements in the shape of Newcomers from the coasts 
round the Persian Gulf and from further north round the Caspian Sea, i.e. 
from Iran, Iraq and Arabia, in the shape of poets, litterateurs, saints, artisan, 
merchants, soldiers and adventurers. These influences reached to such an 
extent that, they, had their direct play in the affairs of the kingdom. No 
doubt that these Newcomers came to the Deccan and settled there, but it was 
only at the instance or invitation of the Bahmani Sultans. Of Course, some 
of them came out of their own accord. This influx created the problem 
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among the Deccanis, most of them were the immigrants from north or of 
Centeral Asian Turkish Stock or the Afghan heritage and Newcomers, 
mostly Syeds from Najaf, Karbala and Madinah and Persians from Sistan, 
Khurasan or Gilan. The earlier one not merely included the colonists from 
the North but also Habashis or Abyssinians, who later joined hands with the 
Deccanis to oppose the Newcomers and further multiplied the problems. 
Later on, the Newcomers from Iraq and Iran were called 
Gharibuddiyar or Afaqis, meaning cosmopolitans and by strange irony the 
original immigrants from the North, along with the Habashis were termed 
Deccanis or Southerners. These two groups formed the bulk of the Nobility. 
Allauddin Hasan Bahman Shah was successful in coping with all 
antagonistic elements among the nobility as well as in the neighbouring 
states and left the kingdom to his son Muhammad Shah-I as peaceful as was 
possible under the circumstances. The peacefulness of Allauddin's reign 
was greatly contributed by Saifuddin Ghori, and is said to have laid down 
the principle of monarchical government in the brochure named Nasaihul 
Muluk', this was a kind of compendium of advice which had been offered to 
1 I have not been able to lay my hands on the original work, but there is an Urdu 
translation in extensor is Abdul Jabbar Khan's Tadhkira-i-Salatin-i-Dakan, 
Hydrabad, 1329 H., 75-82. The author says (p.75) that he had an original copy 
with him when he translated the work, but along with the whole of his library, 
rich in manuscripts, it was destroyed in the floods of the Musi on 1.9.1326 H. He 
says that it was this brochure which renamed Dastur-i-Jahan Kusha'I by Mauiana 
Qadru'l- lah in Shah Jahan's reign which 1 have not been able to trace. Naturally 
under these circumstances little can be said about the authenticity of the brochure. 
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his royal master and kinsman. It is addressed to the king himself and gives 
the qualities requisite for a successful monarch, the place and conditions of 
council, the need for appointing the best man possible to every post, high or 
low, the division of officers into men of "Sword and the Standard" and 
"men of knowledge and Pen", and the qualities pertaining to high civil 
officers such as the Wakil (Prime Minister), Wazir (Minister), Dabir 
(Secretary), Military Officers such as Sarhaddar (Warden of the Marches), 
Qilahdar (Commandant of a fortress), Bakshi (Paymaster), Judicial officers 
like Qazi (Judge), Mufti (One who interpreted the law), Police officers such 
as Kotwal (Commissioner of Police), Muhtasib, (Censor of Public Morals), 
and others^. 
Thus, it was a collection of the ideals of kingship and of the way 
in which the more important offices of state were to be filled and can best 
be regarded as containing the ideals of a Prime Minister rather than the 
constitution of the kingdom as accepted by the king himself'. It is, 
2 The nomenclature of most of the offices mentioned is nearly the same as that used 
at Delhi; cf, I.H. Qureshi, Administration of the Sultanate of Delhi, ch.5 and 7, 
New Delhi, 1971. 
3 A.M. Siddiqi's, article, "Malik Saifuddin Ghori", Indian History Congress, 
Calcutta, p.70l., where an attempt is made to regard the brochure as the definite 
constitution of kingdom. Also see Siddiqi, "Organisation of the central and 
Provincial Govemment of the Deccan under Bahmanids", Indian Oriental 
conference, Mysore, 1935, p.463. 
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however, of some value as describing the perquisites of the high offices 
of the Bahmani kingdom"*. 
Muhammad I, however, put the administration on a semi-civil 
basis. He divided the Kingdom into atraf or provinces centred at 
Daulatabad, Berar, Bidar and Gulbargha, giving titles to the provincial 
governors respectively as Musnad-i-Ali, Majlis-i-Ali, Azam-i-Humayun 
and Malik Naib. The province of Gulbarga, which included Bijapur, was 
regarded as the most important oT all and was usually given to one who 
commended the confidence of the king to the greatest degree and hence 
was called Malik Naib or Viceroy^ 
Muhammad Shah-I always sought the company of the 
learned^ and it was due to this that men like Shaikhul-Mashaikh 
Zainuddin Daulatabadi, Ain-uddin Bijapuri, Maulana Nizamuddin Barani, 
Hakim Zahiruddin Tabrizi etc. crowded his capital and made the Deccan 
"centres of the learned and the envy of all parts of India"'. When 
4 It might be remarked that Farishta is the only authority who mentions even the 
name of this minister, while Burhan-i-Maathir, Tabaqat-i-Akbari and the rest are 
silent on him. The strange part of it is that he is not mentioned by the 
contemporary ' Isami in his Fatuhu's-Salatin, Agra, 1938, who otherwise gives 
details almost to fault, but it might have been due to the fact that the Malik had 
not attained eminence in Isami's life time. 
5 Fer., I. 282. We find the office of Malik Naib at Delhi as well. Qureshi, I.H., 
'Administration of the Sultanate of Delhi', New Delhi, 1971, p.IO. 
6 Bur., 31. 
7 Abdul Jabbar Khan's Tadhkira-i-Salatin-i-Dakan, Hydrabad, 1329 H., p.282; 
Nizamuddin Ahmad's Tabaqat-i-Akbari, p.31. 
Shaikh Ainuddin Bijapuri, bom at Nauju near E>elhi in 1307, moved from Delhi to 
Daulatabad and thence to Bijapur where he arrived in 1372, author of a number of 
works among which is Mulhi. 
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Muhammad-I died on 21.4.1375^ he left the kingdom entirely peaceful 
and law abiding''. 
When Alauddin Mujahid replaced, Khan Muhammad by Azam-i-
Hummayun from the tarafdari of Daulatabad and the assassination of 
Mujahid by the conspirators, one of whom was his own cousin Dawud 
shows that the rivalry among the nobles to safeguard their own interest 
and for this they could go to any extant; even they did not hesitate to 
assassinate any one. After Mujahid we see an apparent factionalism 
which was at work, at the court, one in favour of Dawud and other led by 
a Stalwart woman, Mujahid's sister Ruh Parwar Agha, immediately after 
the murder of Mujahid. Dawud, was proclaimed the king of the Deccan 
and all those present paid homage to him except Safdar Khan Sistani and 
Azam-i-Humayun. Dawud was successful in usurping the throne with the 
help of his cousin Musnad-i- All Khan Muhammad'" while Ruh Parwar 
Agha wanted to place Muhammad Shah I's youngest son Muhammad II 
on the throne. So for this and also to avenge her brother Mujahid's death, 
8 Muhammad reign according to Bur., 33, for 17 years or 18 years and 7 months; 
Tab., obviously wrong with 13 years. Rafluddin Shirazi's,Tazkiratul Muluk, Mss. 
Asaflyah,1081, fol.Sa, and Amin Ahmad Razi's Haft Aqlim, Mss. Asafiyah, 
Tarikh, 2341, fol.166, agree with 18 years and 7 months, while Abdullahel-
Makki's Zafarul- Walih, I, 159, puts down 17 years and 7 months as the duration 
of the reign. Ferishta, says he died on 20.04.1375 thus making the duration 17 
years, 8 months and 9 days, which come midway between Burhan's two periods 
and may be taken to be correct. Rafiuddin is obviously wrong with 370 H.,as the 
death of his death. 
9 Fer.,1,295. 
10 Ibid.,p.301. 
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she hired the service of a royal slave "named Bakah, who stabbed Dawud 
to death when he was attending Friday prayers on 21.05.1378 in the great 
mosque in Gulbarga fort.'^ although Bakah himself was beheaded by 
Khan Muhammad. Thus, in the struggle for power Ruh Parwar's party got 
the upper hand and achieved what she wanted. She placed Muhammad II, 
on the throne,'^ while Khan Muhammad wanted Dawud's son Sanjar to 
be placed on the throne. Sanjar's claim on the throne was rejected by Ruh 
Parwar by declaring that a usurpers son had no right to succeed his 
father. 
Muhammad JI died on 20"' April, 1397 A.D. The next day died 
the grand old man of the Deccan Malik Saifuddin Ghori who had lived 
through five reigns and had been the Prime Minister of the State under 
four rulers''*. 
Making a retrospect of the last twenty two years we find a short 
of turmoil and unrest, but the nineteen years of Muhammad 11, a 
progressive and cultured reign, which is by itself a land mark in the 
History of Deccans as it was he who attempted to make the land the 
centre of culture and erudition and in later years followed by Firoz. In 
11 Bur., p.36; the name is in Per., I. p.301. 
12 Tab., p.40; Bur. Says that Dawud died on the spot, and Per., is not clear. 
13 Bur., p.36, says that the name of the king was Muhammad & he was the son of 
Mahmud, son of Bahman Shah. This is further corroborated by Tab., 410 and 
Zaf., 160; The genealogy and even the name of Muhammad II is wrongly stated 
by Per., 1.301. 
14 Ibid., p. 303. Also see A.M.Siddiqi, Malik Saifuddin Ghori, IHC, Calcutta, 1939. 
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these 22 years we have seen two instance of factionalism; one after the 
murder of Mujahid where the court was clearly devided into two factions 
one headed by Khan Muhammad and the other Ruh Perwaz Agha, 
Mujahid's sister and the next was in the reign of Ghiyasuddin Tahamtan, 
when he distributed the high offices among Persian Newcomers, which 
was capitalised by the ambitious Taghalchin. But it is indeed strange that 
the structure of the state remained as firm as possible, and that there was 
complete peace on the frontiers of the Kingdom. 
Firoz ascended the throne on 16-11-1397 A.D. after successfully 
ending the reign of Taghalchin, the Turk, which had become an eyesore 
to the old nobility and gentry of the Deccan but the fall of one man had 
not solve the problem. Because his reign saw the further influx of 
Newcomers from over the seas and his intensified the antagonism of the 
native population and the earlier colonists from the north against these 
Afaqis or Gharibs, however, there are certain traits in the period of flux 
from the death of Muhammad I to the accession of Firoz. In spite of 
continuous turmoil during these periods Muhammad II's reign was the 
period of literary and cultural progress, and the thread was taken up by 
Firoz, who continued the tradition lay down by his father-in-law 
Muhammad II. 
The first time that we hear of the influx of the Newcomers was 
during the reign of Firoz because, he used to send Bahmani ships from 
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Goa and Dabul in "all directions" for commercial purposes with the 
instruction to bring the man of erudition and learning. It was this object 
which made the Deccan the rendezvous of such men as Maulana 
Lutfuddin Sabzawari, Hakim Hasan Gilani, Syed Muhammad Garzuni 
and many others'^. A Marchant, named Khalaf Hasan, also came during 
his reign from Basrah in order to trade in Arab horses, and soon become a 
favourite of the King's brother Ahamad Khan'^. After ascending the 
throne he conferred the title of Khan-i-Khanan on his brother Ahmad 
Khan and made his preceptor Mir Fazlullah Inju, Malik Naib or Prime 
Minister. It was perhaps to counter act the political influence of the 
Newcomers as also to conciliate the Hindu Population he began to have a 
definite learning in favour of the Hindus, especially Brahmans and 
promoted them to the posts of honour and responsibility. It was perhaps 
for the first time, he took the bold of giving high office to the Brahmans 
who were probably the only learned element among the Hindus. He made 
Narsingh Rai of Kherla, a peer of the Bahmani Kingdom and made 
friendship with the Hindu aristocracy of the Deccan. 
Shihabuddin Ahmad I began his reign by introducing a few 
reforms to conciliate the nobles and worked hard to minimise the effects 
of the Cleavage between the two sections of the populations which had 
brought him to the throne. In this process he granted large Jagirs and paid 
15 Ibid., I, 306; Tab., 30. 
16 Bur., 49. 
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a handsome amount in accordance with their rank/mansab to the military 
chiefs, nobles, civil officers etc. At first he appointed the man who had 
saved his life or his chief benefactor, Khalaf Hasan Basri, Mallikut-
Tujjar or prince of merchants and Wakil-i-Sultanate or prime minister of 
the kingdom, not only this he also extended his hands to his opponents by 
bringing into favour Hoshiyar Ain-uJ-Mulk and Bedar Nizam-ul-Mulk 
making Amir-ul-Umara and Sarlashkar respectively. Hasan Khan, a 
potential enemy was given a Jagir at Firozabad, the distribution of power 
clearly shows that Ahmad had adopted a policy of conciliation and 
toleration with the nobility. Although, we have already seen that there 
was a continuous influx of Newcomers or Afaqis, which had been going 
on for some years previously, but it was for the first time Ahmad 
appointed and "Afaqi" as the prime minister of the Sultanate. This was 
the first instance of giving an Afaqi, such an important post ever before. 
The appointment was enough to spouse the envy of all his opponents, 
especially the Deccanis and was the beginning of the great cleavage 
between the so-called Dakhnis and the Afaqis which finally sounded the 
death-knell of the Bahmani kingdom itself. The other reason for the rise 
of the Afaqi nobility was their hidden qualities through which they have 
made a difference to their rivals like, they were more loyal then the 
Deccanis and more courageous, hard working etc. This has been tested by 
Ahmad time and again, especially when he was surrounded by the enemy 
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during the Vijayanagar campaign and had a hair- breadth escape mainly 
owing to the great resource and courage of Newcomers as Syed Husain 
Badakshi, Mir Ali Sistani, Abdullah Kurd and others. 
Deccanis and Afaqis: 
After the death of his father in 1436, Alauddin Ahmad II began 
his reign at such a time when the party system was more intensified. He 
was a weak-willed personality and could not cope with new problems of 
administration which arose out of the further influx of afaqis from over 
the seas. The influence of the afaqies was visualised even at the 
coronation of the Sultan as he was flanked by Syed Khalil'u-lah and Syed 
Hanif on either side. Likewise he appointed Dilawar Khan Afghani as the 
Wakil or Prime Minister and Khawaja-i Jahan Astrabadi as his wazir or 
minister. 
Alauddin was succeeded by Humayun, he showed his inclinations 
towards the Afaqis by appointing Khawaja Mahmud Gilani (Gawan) as 
his Prime Minister, as he had proved his worth in the last reign and 
"excelled in the wisdom among the Arabs and 'Ajamis."'^ Mahmud 
Gawan was thereupon made Maliku't-Tujjar, Governor of Bijapur and 
Wakil-i Sultanat as well as the virtual Commander-in-chief of the Army. 
The king also appointed Malik Shah, who belong to the House of 
17 Burhan, 88. 
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Changiz, tarafdar of Tilangana, and his own cousin Sikandar, the army 
commander of the same province. 
Muhamud Gawan, who began to steer the affairs of State during 
this reign and who was frank and sometimes bitter to a fault, is all praise 
for Humayun's character, not merely in the ode he wrote to the Sultan, 
but also in personal letter he wrote to the Sultan of Gilan.'^ 
On Humayun's death his son, barely eight, succeeded him with 
the title of Nizamu'd-din Ahmad.^° The late king had wisely nominated a 
council of Regency to look after the affairs of the Kingdom consisting of 
Khawaja-i Jahan Turk, Maliku't-Tujjar Mahmud Gawan and the dowager 
queen Makhduma-i-Jahan Nargis Begum who had a kind of casting 
vote.^' 
In spite of sagacity of the council, there were bickering in the 
minds of Dakhnis and Afaqis, the former because the council was 
dominated by the Afaqi elements and letter because the principal on 
which the council was working seemed to be a direct negation of the 
18 Mahmud Gawan : Riyazu'l-Insha, No. 145, p. 390 
19 Ibid., No. 21, page 102. 
20 Both Fer., and Burhan call him Nizam Shah, but there is no doubt that his full title 
was Nizamu'd-din Ahmad. This is mentioned in Mahmud Gawan's letter to 
Shaikh Dawud; Riyaz, XIX, 95, and is fully corroborated by the kings coins, for 
which see 'Abdu'l Wall Khan, op. cit, 123-127; Speight: "Coins of Bahmani 
Kings," IC, 1935, at p. 299. 
21 Fer., 1,343. 
46 
hegemony of the Afaqis, by the policy of compromise which it continued 
to pursue. 
After the death of Nizamu'd-din Ahmad in 1463, in actual sense 
the age of Mahmud Gawan begins when Shamsuddin Muhammad III, in a 
thoughtful address delivered on the occasion of his accession declared 
that with the consent of his mother, he was making Mahmud Gawan, 
Prime Minister, giving charge of all the provinces of the kingdom and 
authority over matters great and small. He was granted the title of 
Khawaja-i Jahan and many more high-sounding titles.^^ The premiership 
of Khawaja-i Jahan, saw the extension of the Bahmani Kingdom. 
The antagonism between the two groups of the ruling aristocracy 
was a stumbling block in the path of the Khawaja. In spite of this, when it 
came to distribution of governorships and high office, he held the balance 
even between the Dakhnis and the Afaqis. Thus, he made Malik Hasan 
Nizamu'1-Mulk, Sarlaskar of Tilangana, Fathu'1-lah, "the wisest of the 
subordinates of Khawaja-i Jahan Turk" Sarlashkar of Berar, Yusuf ' Adil, 
one of ablest of Turkish nobles, Sarlashkar of Daulatabad, Junair and 
Chakan, while he himself retained the charge of Bijapur.^^ 
Not only did the Khawaja try to hold the balance between the 
Afaqis and Dakhnis but also win over the sympathies of the Hindu 
22 Title in Fer., II, 348. 
23 Fer., 1,351. 
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population. His suggestion to the king that Parketa of Belgam, be 
pardoned and made a noble of the kingdom must have paved the way for 
the conciliation of the Maratha people. Another instance of the cordial 
relations of the Bahmanis and the Hindus would be found in the help 
which Bhim Singh, chief of Mudhol, gave to Muhmud Gawan in scaling 
the steep ramparts of the fort of Khelna by means of Ghorpars leading to 
the grant of the title of Raja Ghorpare Bahadur, a title which is held by 
the scions of the Mudhol family of this day.^" 
An active mind like Mahmud Gawan's strongly felt that some 
kind of administrative reforms were needed. So, he divided the newly 
created provinces judiciously among the two sections of the ruling 
aristocracy, the Dakhnis and the Afaqis. He made Imadu'1-Mulk and 
Nizamu'1-Mulk, both Dakhnis, Saralashkars of Mahur and Gulbarga 
respectively, and made prince Azam, son of the rebel Sikandar, 
Sarlashkar of Warangal. Of the Afaqis he gave the charge of Daulatabad 
and Junnair to Yusuf 'Adil Khan and Fakhru'l-Mulk Gilani respectively 
while he kept the province of Bijapur to himself. 
As has been mentioned above, the party opposed to the Khawaja 
disliked the administrative reforms promulgated by him and had all along 
been poisoning the king's ears against him. Their leader Nizami'1-Mulk 
24 Copy of actual farman as well as its transliteration In devanagari script and its 
English Translation, in Apte, op. cit.; the date of the farman is 22-10-1471. 
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was by no means pleased by his appointment to the governorship of the 
province centred at Rajahmundri. So, Zarifu'I-Mulk Dakhni and Miftah 
Habashi hatched a plot against him and were successful in it. Thus , the 
old man of 73 was beheaded on 15-4-1481.^^ Whether, it was a mere 
coincidence or the result of remorse, the Sultan died exactly one lunar 
year after the Khawaja's murder, i.e., 12-3-1482 at the early age of twenty 
nine lunar years.^* 
The Khawaja was popular in nearly all sections of the population, 
and in order to justify his murder the Sultan issued lengthy farman.^ ^ At 
the same time many of the late leader's friends such as Said Khan Gilani 
were executed. 
The signs of the coming storm were soon manifested. The whole 
atmosphere was full of egotism, intrigue and disorder, with a remorseful 
king unable to take any decision. 
The long reign of Shihabuddin Mahmud, whom his father 
Muhammad Shah had nominated as his successor to the throne, was 
marked by the disintegration of the kingdom.^* The very coronation was 
symptomatic of the coming storm and it was noted that Yusuf 'Adil 
25 Fer., I, 358. Sherwani, Mahmud Gawan, pp. 169-72 
26 The date in Burhan, 134. 
27 Full farman, ibid.. 130-32. 
28 The title Shihabuddin in Tab, 430; full name occurs in the inscription in Syedu's-
Sadat Spring at Bidar, for which see EIM, 1925-6, p. 18. Curiously the title does 
not occur in the legend on his coins. 
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Khan, Fathu'1-lah 'Imadu'1-Mulk and other high dignitaries were not 
present. They were of such a stature that the new Prime Minister, Malik 
Hasan Nizamu'1-Mulk had to order that when they arrived the whole 
ceremony should be re-enacted. 
The story of the last four titular Sultans is easy to tell because, 
theoretically Bijapur, Ahmadnagar, Berar and Tilang were all part of the 
kingdom and the tarafdars not only continued to pay verbal homage to the 
reigning Sultan but at times helped him with varying tribute and 
extricated him from the clutches of his enemies and even his virtual 
warders, the Baridis. Still their actual sway diminished further and 
further till there rule extended practically to the four walls of the palace 
where they were confined. 
Composition of the Nobility: 
The Adil Shahi nobility was theoretically the creation of the 
Sultan. It was he alone who could confer, increase, diminish or resume 
the position of any of his nobles. It would be wrong to suppose that the 
Adil Shahi nobility was open to all who could fulfil certain criteria of 
merit and competence to the satisfaction of the Sultan. The nobles or 
officers were not only public servants, but also the richest class in the 
Sultanate and a close aristocracy and entrance into this class was not 
easily available to everyone. 
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As far as the appointments of the nobles were concerned the most 
important factor which was taken into account was heredity. The sons 
and descendents of the nobles had the best claim of all. A large number 
of nobles were recruited on the basis of hereditary claim, but slightly a 
large number of persons who did not belong to these families were also 
holding offices. Such persons came from variety of classes. A number of 
them were persons who already had both eminences and power in the 
land. To this group belonged the chiefs within the empire. The inclusion 
of chiefs among the officers of the state was not the creation of the Adil 
Shahi Sultans, but it is true that they gave them importance by granting 
offices in large number both to the Chiefs and their relations. Their 
ancestral domains were left to them, being treated as their watan-jagir, 
but as government officers ordinary yag/r^ were assigned to them in all 
parts of the Sultanate. 
Then there were nobles and high officers of other states, who 
were given a place in the Adil Shahi nobility on account of their 
experience, status and influence. For the Persian nobles, India had 
traditionally been an El Dorado where fortunes could be rapidly made. 
Due to military necessity a large number of nobles and officers of the 
independent states, both in times of peace and war, be won over to the 
Bijapuri side. 
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A very small number of nobles were recruited from those who 
had no claim to high birth but were pure administrator or accountants. 
Such as Office superintendent (nigahban), head clerk {sardaftar), 
treasurer (majumdar), pay-master (sabnis), letter writer (chitins) etc. 
Usually they were appointed at the lower level. But a few of them rose to 
higher ranks. Finally, offices were also awarded to scholars, religious 
divines, men of letters, etc. Shah Fathullah Shirazi - renowned doctor of 
the learning and philosophy of Ali Adil Shah I's reign was known as 
"Ten Intelligences" (Dih Aql), Hakim Ahmad Jilani and Ain-ul Mulk 
Shirazi were the two scholars, owed their high ranks to their talent as 
men of letters. A few theologians and religious scholars were also 
awarded offices. 
Racial and Religious Groups: 
The Adil Shahi nobility consists of certain well-recognised racial 
groups. There were the Deccanis, the Afaqis, the Habashis, the Afghans, 
and the Marathas. 
These various elements were incorporated into the Adil Shahi 
service largely as a result of historical circumstances, but party (specially 
the Marathas) as a result of planned imperial policy. The policy of the 
Adil Shahi Sultans seems to have been to integrate all these elements into 
a single imperial service, not only this they were also motivated by a 
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desire to employ elements of diverse religious beliefs such as, Sunnis, 
Shias and Hindus and to prevent sectarian differences among them, from 
interfering with their loyalty to the throne. They often assigned offices 
belonging to various group to serve below one superior officer. Thus, 
there was diversity in unity but this diversity was also capable of 
producing tension. It is true that there existed a certain amount of 
jealousy among the various sections of the nobility. Adil Shahi nobility 
must have inherited both the tradition of internal rivalry and distrust as 
well as the dominant spirit of unity engendered by a common loyalty to 
the throne. 
Since, Bijapur was a theocratic, multi-racial, and dynastic state. 
In which, several factions - e.g. the Deccanis, the Afaqis, the Habashis, 
Afghans, and the Marathas played a major role in shaping the destiny of 
the dynasty. And eventually continuous party strife proved fatal for the 
kingdom. The alternation of Sunni and Shia doctrines with the change of 
ruler too had its repercussions on the nobles, who were the virtual pillars 
of the kingdom. The Adil Shahis were Shias intermittently and there were 
periods when Sunnism prevailed as the state religion in Bijapur. Out of 
the nine rulers of the Adil Shahi dynasty five were Shiah while the others 
were Sunnis. Therefore, the religious groups too had their say in the Adil 
Shahi Sultanate as they were too powerful to have their influence over 
the King as well as in the society. 
53 
In this thesis an attempt has been made to study how each of 
these elements fared under Adil Shahis. We will endeavour to find out 
how far the Sultan followed a consciously planned policy towards the 
various sections of the nobility and how the changes in the strength of 
each of them reached upon the solidarity and cohesion of the nobility and 
the Sultanate as a whole. 
Deccanis: 
The Muslims of the Bijapuri Kingdom can be divided into two 
major and generally antagonistic groups: the Decannis and the Afaqis or 
the Foreigners. In contrast to the afaqis, who were usually first or second 
generation immigrants from overseas, the Deccanis always represented 
those Muslims whose ancestors had inhabited the Deccan the longest, or 
who for political or social reasons identified with that group. Four groups 
of Deccanis can be distinguished.^' The first, a small one, was composed 
of descendents of the early Arab traders who between the tenth and 
fifteenth centuries had been spilling over on the Deccan plateau from the 
Konkan coast. Having lived on the coasts and the plateau for many 
centuries and having intermarried considerably with indigenous peoples, 
they naturally regarded the Deccan as their home. The second and 
numerically most important group of Deccanis was composed of settlers 
29 The following discussion on the Deccanis follows I. A. Ghauri, "Muslims in the 
Deccan: A Historical Survey," Islamic Literature, 13 (May 1967), pp. 28-35. 
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from North India. This group had come to the Deccan with the first 
armies and remained, or had migrated as a result of Muhammad bin 
Tughlaq's attempt in 1327 to settle the Deccan, or had deserted the Delhi 
Sultanate to seek better fortunes in the Deccan. Descended mainly from 
the same Turkish people who had founded the Khalji and Tughlaq 
dynasties in Delhi, these settlers like the Arabs, were generally Sunni 
Muslims. A third group of Deccanis consisted of the Abyssinians or 
Habashi, the black slaves brought by sea from Ethiopia to the Konkan 
Coast and sold there by Arab traders , and after 1500 by Portuguese 
traders, to Muslim nobles on the plateau.^° Strictly speaking, the 
Abyssinians were afaqis or foreigners insofar as they had come from 
overseas, but racial and sectarian discrimination on the part of the afaqi 
nobility caused them to identify with other Deccanis."" The fourth and 
final group of Deccanis consisted of Hindu converts to Islam. They, of 
course, fully considered the Deccan their home. Like the Abyssinians, 
Hindu converts were never fully accepted by the elitist Foreigner class, 
and so they also identified with other Deccanis. 
30 For a description of this slave trade, see the notes of the famous Dutch traveler 
Linschoten, who visited the konkan coast in the 1580s. John Hughen von 
Linschoten , The Voyage of John Hughen von Linschoten to the East Indies, vol. 
I, ed. by A.C.Bumell (2 Vol.; London: Hakluyt Society, 1884; reprinted New 
York: Burt Franklin, 1970), I, pp.264-67; C.F. Buckingham, "Amba Gesen and 
Asirgarh,"joumal of Semitic Studies, 2 (April 1957), pp. 182-88. 
31 The Muslims among the Abyssinians were invariably Sunni, although Linschoten 
noted that some Abyssinians were Christians (Linschoten, Travels, I, p. 264). 
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"Jnivc i ' ' The emergence of the Deccanis as the doIT^^ w«i=fia4mg group in 
the Adil Shahi sultanate can be traced from 1583 when Ibrahim's fourth 
regent, Dilawar Khan, replaced Shiaism with orthodox Sunnism as the 
state religion. Thereafter, enlistment of afaqis was discontinued. The 
reason behind this was to give the Sultanate a more indigenous character 
than ever before, as its ruling class was now composed of Decanni 
speaking Muslims. And as the Deccanis replaced the Afaqis in the 
Muslim nobility, Bijapur's civil and military bureaucracies became 
increasingly staffed by Marathas, who formed the large and dominant 
warrior cast among the people of south India. Although, the 
Maharastrian Brahmins first appeared in Bijapur's civil bureaucracy, 
especially the revenue department, during the reign of Ibrahim I (1534-
58), the first anti afaqi sultan.^^ Meadows Taylor has suggested that 
whenever the Deccanis had the political opportunity, as they did under 
Ibrahim I, they deliberately employed Marathas and Maharastrian 
Brahmins as a check against the power of the afaqis, especially the 
Iranians." Under Ibrahim II the Kingdoms next anti-afaqi sultan, the 
pattern was repeated and an even greater number of Maharastrian 
32 Farishta, II, p. 27. (Briggs., Ill, p. 48.) 
33 Tayler and Furgusson, Architecture at Beejapoor, p. 39. Sultan Ibrahim II in 
particular seems to have preferred employment of Marathas to Iranians in matters 
of state service (I. A. Ghauri , "The Political Institutions of Bijapur, 1536-1686, 
and Goiconda, 1518-1636," Dissertation University of London, 1961, p. 60). 
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Brahmins were permitted to replace the Iranian revenue officials. 
Afaqis : 
The Afaqi or Foreigner comprised the other broad class of 
Muslims in the Bijapur's sultanate. These foreign immigrants, who 
formed the Afaqi party at the court, were mainly Iranians and Arabs from 
the Persian Gulf region. They played a major role in shaping the destiny 
of Adii Shahi dynasty and were greatly patronized by almost all the rulers 
of the sultanate and accorded great prestige and political power within 
the state. They were invited to settle down in Bijapur although the 
immigrants were foreign in the beginning but after coming to Bijapur 
they made it their home and settled there permanently. 
But the rapid rate with which the original settlers and other 
Deccanis had absorbed indigenous habits prevented these immigrants 
from easy social assimilation with more established residents of the 
Deccan. The Deccanis of whatever ultimate ethnic origin ~ Arab, 
Turkish, Abyssinian, or indigenous Hindus—had been cut off from both 
Delhi and the Middle East sufficiently long, to have identified the Deccan 
as their homeland. Iranians and Arabs coming directly from the Persian 
Gulf, on the other hand, tended to retain their attachments to the Middle 
East. The Afaqis, for example, tenaciously cultivated the Persian 
language and detested the Marathi and Kannada vernaculars, while the 
Deccanis developed their own dialect, Dakhni, with little regard for the 
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purity of the Persian. Sectarian differences also kept the groups apart, for 
the Iranians, who composed the most numerous and prestigious group 
among the Afaqis, were predominantly Shia, though Deccanis of all types 
were Sunni Muslims. Furthermore, the Iranian newcomers seem to have 
taken full advantage of the Persianized cultural orientation of the court 
and were flaunting a feeling of superiority over the Deccanis.^" 
Because of these reasons a bitter elite-non-elite cleavage was 
generated between the Afaqis and the Deccanis that has weakened and 
ultimately destroyed the internal stability of the Sultanate. As the Afaqis 
filled the nobility and the civil bureaucracy, the original settlers and other 
who were beginning to consider themselves "Deccanis" found themselves 
wholly shut out of ranking social and political positions. Open hostilities 
between the two groups reached to such an extent that it was not confined 
to intrigues for place and power, but frequently found expression in 
pitched battles and bloody massacres, of which the Afaqis were usually 
the victims. Thus, the history of the internal affairs of the Sultanate is 
mainly a record of this strife, which was very soon manifested in its final 
annexation by the Mughal empire. 
34 Sri Ram Sharma, Dakani Zaban ka Aghaz aur Irtiqa, trans. Into Urdu by Ghulam 
Rasul (Hydrabad: Andhra Pradesh Sahitia Academy, 1967), p. 29. 
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Habashis : 
The Habashis or the Abyssinians were, the black slaves brought 
by sea from Ethiopia to the Konkan Coast and sold there by Arab traders, 
and after 1500 by Portuguese traders, to Muslim nobles on the Deccan 
plateau. However, these Habashis were afaqis or foreigners because they 
have come from overseas, but racial and sectarian discrimination on the 
part of the afaqi nobility caused them to identify with other Deccanis. 
They came to prominence in 1583, when Ibrahim Adil Shah 11's, 
fourth regent, Dilawar Khan Habashi, an Abyssinian slave rose to an 
undisputed and autocratic supremacy that lasted seven years, this 
development allowed the Deccani class, of which the Habashis or the 
Abyssinian blacks were one part, to entrench themselves in such a 
positions that the afaqis would never again recover. Because the Habashi 
slaves, through their contact with Arabs in East Africa, were for the most 
part Sunni Muslims and generally hostile to Iranians, the rise of Dilawar 
Khan worked deep changes in the kingdom's ruling structure. Upon 
gaining power, he expelled the afaqi soldiers from the kingdom and 
replaced them with fellow Habashis. More significantly, he officially 
terminated state Shi'ism and reinstated the Sultanate's official creed 
orthodox Sunni Islam, which was to remain paramount throughout the 
rest of the dynasty's history. Members of Sunni 'Ulama' were also 
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recruited by Dilawar khan, not from overseas, but from the Gujarat and 
the Punjab.^^ Thus, no complete social revolution occurred during the 
ten-year regency for Ibrahim II, the rise of the Habashis and the 
overthrow of state Shi'ism prepared the way for changes that would be 
made more complete later in Ibrahim II's reign. Ibrahim II ousted 
Dilawar Khan Habashi from power in the summer of 1590 and shortly 
thereafter devoted himself to the establishment of Bijapur as a centre of 
Indo-Muslim culture in which a synthesis of Islam and Indigenous 
Marathi and Kannada culture could take place. His conception of Islam in 
India held no room for religious bigotry. 
After the ouster of Dilawar Khan in 1590, the Habashis again 
emerged by the 1660s as the most powerful element of the Deccani 
class.^^ Throughout the sixteen stormy years of Ali II's reign they became 
increasingly polarised, and towards the end of that period the sultan's 
wazir even proposed partition of the kingdom as the only solution for 
problems caused by its fractured nobility and threatened frontiers." 
When Ali II died, his son and heir, Sikandar, was only four year old 
child, became Bijapur's ninth and last monarch. Thus, the administration 
35 Basatin, pp. 190,213. 
36 In 1676 Dr. John Frayer, a surgeon based in Bombay with the English East India 
Company, noted that Abyssinian slaves "only in this nation (Bijapur) arrive to 
great Preferments, being the Frizled Wooly-pated Blacks" (John Frayer, A New 
Account of East India and Persia, ed. by W. Crooke , 3 Vol.,; London : Hakluyt 
Society, 1909-15, II, p. 53. 
37 Basatin, p. 436. 
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of the Kingdom went into the hands of successive regents whose primary 
loyalty adhered not to the state but to the ethnic group. After three years 
of domination by a Habashi regent, Khawas Khan, the regency was 
usurped by an Afghan,^ ^ but after two years, the regency swung back to 
the Habashi control under Sidi Masud. By this time both city and 
Kingdom had plunged into horrific chaos, the Habashi army ravaged the 
countryside in civil war.^ ^ Finally, in November 1683 Sidi Masud 
resigned from the regency in disgust and despair, retiring to his fort at 
Adoni where he hoped to carve out his own principality.''° At this point 
any remnant of centralized government at Bijapur effectively ceased to 
exist, and three years later the rotted hulk of the Adil Shahi dynasty was 
after a protracted siege, delivered up to Aurangzeb.'" 
Marathas : 
The emergence of the Marathas could be traced back to 1583 or 
during the period of Ibrahim II, when the Deccanis replaced the Afaqis, 
in the Muslim nobility, by then the Bijapur's civil and military 
bureaucracies became increasingly staffed by Marathas, who formed the 
large and dominant warrior cast among the people of south India. The 
power of those Maratha families that entered the Bijapur royal service 
38 Fryer, East India and Persia, II, p. 54. 
39 Basatin, p. 463. 
40 Sarkar, Aurangzeb, IV, p. 367. 
41 For narrative details of the political decline of the kingdom, see ibid., IV, chaps. 
42 and 45, and Sherwani and Joshi, History of Medieval Deccan, I, pp. 371-94. 
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was based on their status as hereditary desais, or district revenue 
officials, in the north western Marathi speaking sector of the Kingdom/ 
However, the Maharastrian Brahmins first appeared in Bijapur's civil 
bureaucracy, especially the revenue department, during the reign of 
Ibrahim I (1534-58), the first anti afaqi sultan.*^ As Medows Taylor says 
that whenever the Deccanis had the political opportunity, as they did 
under Ibrahim I, they deliberately employed Marathas and Maharastrian 
Brahmins as a check against the power of the afaqis, especially the 
Iranians."*^ Under Ibrahim II, the Kingdoms next anti-afaqi sultan, the 
pattern was repeated and an even greater number of Maharastrian 
Brahmins were permitted to replace the Iranian revenue officials. 
The Kingdom of Bijapur reached its height of political fortunes 
in the I 63OS and I64OS, during the reign of Sultan Muhammad ' Adil Shah 
(I627-56). It was in this period that the kingdom launched its most 
ambitious scheme of conquest. When, he extended his suzerainty south-
ward over the Karnatak principalities formerly dependent upon the 
Vijayanagar Empire. By the mid-164os most of these principalities had 
been subdued by Bijapur's armies, and it is probable that in that decade 
42 For an account of the rise of Maratha families within the Bijapur govemment, see 
James Grant Duff, History of the Mahrattas, ed. by J.P.Guha (2 Vol.; New Delhi: 
Associated Publishing House, 1971), I, pp. 41-43. 
43 Farishta, II, p. 27. (Briggs., Ill, p. 48.) 
44 Tayler and Furgusson, Architecture at Beejapoor, p. 39. Sultan Ibrahim 11 in 
particular seems to have prefen^d employment of Marathas to Iranians in matters 
of state service (I. A. Ghauri, "The Political Institutions of Bijapur, 1536-1686, 
and Golconda, 1518-1636," Dissertation University of London, 1961, p. 60). 
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the kingdom gained more in booty from the Karnatak campaigns than it 
cost to conduct the expeditions. But, the political consequence of this 
preoccupation in the South was the loss of control over the kingdom's 
older districts in Maharashtra. 
Shivaji, son of the kingdom's Maratha general Shahji Bhonsle, 
has emerged as the leader of a movement to establish an independent 
Maratha power in the Western Ghats. Due to Shahji's occupation in the 
Karnatak wars, he lost contact with and effective control over his own 
jagir, or land holding, which was in the extreme northwest corner of the 
kingdom. He had also lost control over his son Shivaji, who was using 
the Poona jagir as a power base for his own political movement. Finally, 
in 1646 the young Maratha chieftain seized control of his father'syag/r in 
Poona. Shivaji's seizure of his father's jagir therefore did not deprive the 
government of the land revenues coming from the jagir since such 
revenues had already been alienated to Shahji, who was the official 
jagirdar: and in any event Shahji and his considerable Maratha cavalry 
were still fighting for the 'Adil Shahi government in the Karnataka. Thus, 
the nature of the system that permitted Shivaji's rise to power was such 
that the court's loss of control over land - any land - did not matter so 
long as it could still exact the loyalty and military contingents from the 
jagirdar who claimed that land as his jagir. As Grant Duff wrote with 
reference to Shivaji's seizure of various Maratha jagirs, "All these 
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acquisitions were made without stir or bloodshed; the government 
districts [i.e., crown districts, not jagirs] were not molested, Mohammad 
Adil Shah was building palaces and mausoleums, or intent on 
acquisitions in the Carnatic; and the irregularities in the jagheer of 
Shahjee, if fully known, were not deemed of magnitude, whilst the 
jagheerdar himself was in the power of the king".''^ 
It was at this juncture that Muhammad 'Adil Shah died. 
Furthermore Shahji Bhonsle defied the new sultan's orders to help resist 
the Mughals and remained on his Bangalore '"'jagir", now virtually an 
independent state dominated by a Maratha military aristocracy. 
Meanwhile his son Shivaji challenged the young sultan's authority even 
more audaciously than before. Shivaji burst through the Western Ghats 
and seized Kalian, a Bijapuri crown district on the northern Konkan 
seacoast. This was Shivaji's first such appropriation, and it provoked the 
government's firm determination to capture and bring to submission the 
young Maratha chief. To accomplish this task one of the ablest generals 
of the realm, Afzal Khan, was sent out from the capital in September 
1659 at the head of 10,000 cavalry. But Shivaji, the Maratha rebel taking 
to ruse slew the Bijapuri general, Afzal Khan at Pratapgarh, has heralded 
the beginning of the Maratha revolt against the Adil Shahi sultanate and 
then his troops poured out of the mountain passes and onto the broad 
45 Grant Duff, History of the Maharattas, 1, p.69. 
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plains west of the capital, seized the hill fort of Panhala just north of 
Kolhapur, and even appeared at the gates of the capital. By 1662 a 
thoroughly independent Maratha kingdom, dominating the entire western 
quarter of the Kingdom of Bijapur and possessing a rationalized 
administrative apparatus with a decidedly Hindu orientation, had been 
established under Shivaji. In that same year the Bijapuri government 
found it necessary to enter in a treaty relationship with the Maratha 
leader and recognize his de facto control over this area. 
However, these developments did not, lead immediately to the 
wholesale abandonment of 'Adil Shahi service by the many 
Maharashtrians who had staffed Bijapur's military and revenue 
administrations. Although as yet we have no figures on the desertion of 
Marathas from Bijapur's to Shivaji's service, we do know that some 
Maratha jagirdars remained loyal to the kingdom even after Shivaji's 
movement was well established. In 1665 when the kingdom had to fend 
off the combined forces of Shivaji and the Mughals, Bijapur's Maratha 
cavalry was still conspicuous and, noted Grant Duff, "fought with 
uncommon spirit on this service."* The same was true for the 
Maharashtrians in the revenue administration. Even as late as Sultan 
Sikandar's reign (1672-86) one finds revenue/arwawj addressed to the 
hereditary class of Maharashtrian desais, indicating their retention of 
46 Grant Duff, History of the Maharattas, 1, p.l 13. 
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lower-level positions in both the Kannada-speaking sector of the 
kingdom and in the Marathi-speaking sector not under Shivaji's 
administration. But in areas that did fall to Shivaji's control the transfer 
from 'Adil Shahi administration was greatly facilitated by a thoroughly 
Maharashtrian-dominated local infrastructure long confirmed in its 
position/' And the growing power of Shivaji's kingdom always provided 
an attractive alternative to all Maharashtrians willing to sacrifice family 
tradition and a modicum of security for loyalty to ethnic sentiment. 
Afghans : 
The Afghans constituted the Deccani group and had a chequered 
history within the Adil Shahi nobility. Not only this, they formed more 
than half of the Bijapur's army by the middle of the seventeenth 
century."* They came from a tribal society and even when they were 
appointed officers, they still remained tribal leaders and always tried to 
employ men from their own tribes and clans. They renegade from Mughal 
47 In his study of Bijapur's local administration, Hiroshi Fukazawa concluded: 
"There is no doubt that the great rise, the rapid expansion, and then quick 
consolidation of Shivaji's power resulting in the establishment of a solid Hindu 
kingdom was made institutionally possible only by the positive support and active 
participation of a large number of those Hindus who had trained themselves in the 
administrative routines under the Muslim rule. Accordingly we may say that the 
administrative foundation for the rise of the Marathas was already prepared in the 
Adilshahi Sultanate" (Hiroshi Fukazawa, "A Study of the Local Administration of 
Adilshahi Sultanate [A.D. 1489-1686]," Hitotsubashi Journal of Economics. 3 
[June 1963], p. 113). 
48 HaftAnjuman, 105. 
66 
service such as the powerful family of Buhlul Khan Miana."*' According 
to Bhimsen, "they were spread all over India and were everywhere a 
cause of turbulence and disorder".^" 
Being, one of the dominant sections of the Bijapuri nobility, 
Afghans played a vital role in the affairs of the State. They challenged 
the Deccani supremacy, exercised great influence and power especially 
during 'Ali Adil Shah II's reign, in the affairs of the Sultanate and even 
at one occasion they advised the Sultan to partition the kingdom because 
that was the only solution for problems caused by the nobility and the 
threat posed by the neighbouring kingdoms.^' Again during the minority 
of the Bijapur's ninth and the last sultan Sikandar, Abdul Karim Bahlul 
Khan II gained power by usurping the regency for two years i.e. 1675-77, 
after murdering his predecessor Khawas Khan, a Habashi. But with the 
Mughal invasion the domination of these Afghans came to an end and a 
large number of them, who were serving in the Bijapuri sultanate 
deserted and joined the Mughal service. 
The most vivid sign of Bijapur's political decline is seen in the 
diminishing number of cavalry it could muster between 1656 and 1686. 
Bhimsen a Mughal officer writing in 1700, estimated the armed strength 
49 Sarkar, House ofShivaji. pp.95-98. 
50 Bhimsen Burhanpuri, Nuskha-i Dilkusha, ff. 173b-174a. 
51 Basatin, p.436. 
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of the kingdom under Muhammad 'Adil Shah at 120,000 cavalry, under 
'Ali II at 80,000, and at the fall of the dynasty a mere 2,000." 
Aurangzeb's policy of seducing 'Adil Shahi nobles thus had the effect 
not only of contributing to Bijapur's factional splits but also of 
physically stripping away a large part of its armed forces. Assuming that 
deserting nobles brought with them their own men and horses, the 
Bijapuri cavalry lost to the Mughals in the period 1658-83 must have 
been considerable. 
52 Cited in Sarkar, Aurangzeb, IV, p. 155 fn. 
CHAPTER - III 
CHAPTER - III 
THE NOBILITY AND THE CROWN 
Adil Shahis were not very different from the general setup of other 
Muslim governments of that period. When the nobles held an important 
position they occupied a significant place in the administrative setup of the 
government and as advisors to the Crown in determining the policy related 
to the State. 
The relationship of the Adil Shahi nobles with the crown could be 
traced from its origin when Yusuf Adil Khan, caused the Khutbah to be 
read in his own name and became the virtual ruler of a State centered at 
Bijapur in 1490,' with the active support of the nobles. The first instance 
of nobles relationship with the Crown came to light when he decided to 
promulgate Shiaism as the state religion. Being an ardent Shi'ah, he 
wanted the khutbah to be read according to the Shiah doctrine. So, late in 
the year 1502 he called together an assembly of nobles and put his 
proposal before them. There was a considerable number of Shiah elements 
among his courtiers and many of them at once approved his plan. But some 
of the nobles, perhaps richer in experience and wiser in foresight, who 
thought otherwise and dwelt on the reaction it would have on the Sunni 
1 Farishta, II 6; BS, 16. 
69 
nobility in Bijapur who might become discontented, appealed to Yusuf 
that for the time being his scheme should be held in abeyance^. 
Again in 1504 Yusuf decided to reinstate the Shi'ah forms of 
worship and to guard against discontent among his Sunni nobles, he made 
a lavish distribution of royal favors and also proclaimed the principle of 
complete religious freedom. Those of the nobility who wanted to follow 
the Sunni creed were allowed to do so in their respective jagirs and were 
given full liberty of conscience in the capital.^ This was a wise step and 
obviated the possibility of internal discard in the Kingdom. 
Young Prince Ismail succeeded to his father's seat of authority at 
Bijapur with Kamal Khan as regent. The latter had come to Bijapur with 
Yusuf 'Adil and risen to the high position of Sar-i Naubat. It was during 
his regency when the important port of Goa was finally lost to the 
Portuguese. He was forced to make peace and entered into an alliance with 
the Portuguese, and then turned his attention to the internal affairs of the 
state, and from the very beginning, showed signs of coming into conflict 
with the afaqi or gharib element in the capital. One of his first acts was to 
discontinue the Shiah from of Islam inaugurated by the late king, to 
substitute the Sunni rites, and to cause the khutbah to be read in the name 
of the four Khalifas. He suppressed all opposition by dictatorial methods. 
Many of the afaqi nobles were deprived of their office to make room for 
2 BS, 19-20; Farishta, 11,17-18. 
3 Farishta, \\,\9;BS.2\. 
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members of Kamal Khan's party and almost all units of the afaqi troops 
were disbanded. 
Kamal Khan was not satisfied with the power of a regent but 
aspired to possess the crown of his king. Ismail ' Adil was a child and the 
afaqi party in the capital was suppressed. Thus, the way for the regent was 
clear.' He virtually confined the young ruler with his mother and his aunt, 
Dilshad Agha, in the citadel. On 30"* April 1511, he called together his 
followers and consulted them on the advisability of assuming the crown 
himself The courtiers were all his creatures and none of them saw 
anything wrong in this plan, but they advised caution and secrecy.^ Rumors 
of his crowning himself reached the royal family then, Ismail's mother and 
aunt put their heads together to devise a plan for the safety of the throne. It 
seemed as if the only solution of their difficulties was the assassination of 
Kamal Khan. But this was not an easy task as the regent had taken care to 
include many of his spies among the royal attendants. Dilshad Agha dwelt 
at great length on the perfidy and treachery of Kamal Khan to Yusuf Turk 
a devoted servant of the royal family and an enemy of the regent from the 
days of the late king. Yusuf Turk was inflamed at the preposterous 
ambition of Kamal Khan and offered to do anything, even give his life, if 
4 Farishta, II, 24; FA, 37 b - 38 a; BS, 27. 
5 Farishta. II, 24-25' FA, 38 b - 38 a; BS, 28. 
6 Farishta. II, 25-26; FA, 37 b - 37 a; BS, 27. 
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the State could be rid of this designing and self-seeking minister.^ The 
request was granted and he stabbed Kamal Khan to death.* Thus did the 
Regent pay the price for his treason and disloyalty. 
Kamal Khan's death was the signal for civil strife in Bijapur. His 
son Safdar Khan lost heart and was about to seek safety in flight but his 
mother refused to adopt such a craven policy and urged on him to achieve 
what his father had set out to do, and so to avenge his death. She forced 
him to action, and unwillingly he led the Deccani soldiers to the citadel 
and laid siege to it. But, in the meanwhile a chance arrow struck Safdar 
Khan and then he was killed by the young ruler. After this the leaderless 
Deccanis were in no mood to continue the siege and fight the jubilant 
royalists. They fled for safety and the royal cause triumphed.' 
A valiant captain of the afaqis, Muhammad Lari by name, had 
greatly distinguished himself in the recent civil strife and had helped the 
ruler's party to emerge with success.'° He was now rewarded with the title 
of Asad Khan and given the jagir of Belgam for his loyal and statesmanlike 
services. Dilshad Agha who called upon Asad Khan to display his 
administrative acumen and in consultation with him, and the other 
7 Farishta, II, 26; FA, 39 b; BS, 29. 
8 Farishta, II, 27-28; BS, 29-30; Fy4,39 a - 41 a; Cf TM, 33b - 34 a. 
9 E4.41 a - 43b; TM, 34a; Fer, II, 28-31; BS. 30-31. 
10 Farishta, II, 30-31; BS. 32-33; FA., 43 b - 44 a. Ferishta gives the name of the 
captain of the afaqis as Khusro Turk; FA calls him Muhammad Lari which seems 
correct as Asad Khan became famous in later history as Asad Khan Lar. 
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prominent nobles she established the old order that had been put aside 
during the Dakhni ascendancy. 
Early in May 1520, with seven thousand cavalry, Ismail, along 
with his generals Asad Khan and Mirza Jahangir, started on the expedition 
against the Doab and encamped on the banks of the Krishna. Here the 
young ruler, instead of devising a plan of action in consultation with his 
generals ordered a drinking bout. Steeped in wine, and in a fit of drunken 
frenzy, he ordered his men to cross the river, when the bridge of rafts they 
were preparing was yet incomplete. The army of Krishnadevaraya, much 
superior in numbers, fell on them and routed. Ismail 'Adil lost heart and 
sought refuge in retreat. This battle was fought on 19 May 1520 at a place 
named Kembhavi with its very significant meaning 'the red wall.'" 
The credit to bring peace in the region by entering into an alliance 
with Ahmadnagar goes to Asad Khan. Because, he was aware of the fact 
that the peace of the Deccan depends on the friendly relations between 
Bijapur and Ahmadnagar, the most powerful of the Deccan States. His 
views were shared by Shah Tahir, the chief adviser of Burhan Nizam Shah. 
When the two rulers met, Ismail started the talks of an alliance. It was 
agreed that Ismail's sister Mariam should be given to him in marriage and 
that Sholapur was to be the marriage dowry. '^  This shows that the noble 
11 Farishta, 11, 36; FA., 47 b - 48 b; Sewell, 135, ff., which gives a detailed 
description of the battle. 
12 Farishta. II, 20\; BS, 35-36; FA., 48b. 
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was instrumental in arranging the meeting of these two Suhans and not 
only this he also had some say in the personnel affairs of the Sultan. 
When Asad Khan received the news of the king's illness he 
immediately proceeded to Sagar where the Sultan was. The day after 
Ismail's death he called together the officers of the army to decide the 
succession. The late ruler's sons, Prince Mallu and Prince Ibrahim were 
both present at the conference. The latter refused to acknowledge his elder 
brother, Mallu Khan, as ruler, Asad Khan himself distrusted Prince Mallu 
and was in favour of Prince Ibrahim, but he was unable to place him on the 
throne because of the explicit desire of the late ruler who had nominated 
him as the heir-apparent. All the nobles and Ismail's mother decided to 
abide by this. In order to have controle over Ibrahim, so that he should not 
create further trouble. Asad Khan had to intern him as a state prisoner in 
the fort of Miraj, and Mallu was seated on the throne.'^ 
Asad Khan's distrust of Mallu was soon confirmed by the latter's 
conduct. Mallu's iniquitous behavior so disgusted the minister that he 
entrusted the government to Ismail's mother Punji Khatun and retired to 
his jagir at Belgam on the pretext that he needed rest. With his departure 
the only restraining influence on the young ruler was gone. After enduring 
Mallu's vices for seven months his own grandmother Punji Khatun decided 
to depose him. His licentious behavior had alienated the sympathies of all 
13 FA, 56a; TM. 36b; Farishta, II, 46-47. 
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the citizens. With the approval of Asad Khan, Mallu was blinded and 
imprisoned, and soon after he died while still in captivity.''* Prince Ibrahim 
was now placed on the throne, and Asad Khan once again assumed charge 
as the chief adviser. 
Ibrahim was a young man of 15 when he ascended to throne. Asad 
Khan as the Chief Minister remained at the helm of affairs during the next 
five years. It was his initiative that recovered for Bijapur the Raichur Doab 
which was lost to Vijayanagar. About 1536 Vijayanagar itself witnessed 
the struggle of two rival factions bidding for power. Young Ibrahim, 
accompanied by Asad Khan, went to Vijayanagar to help Tirumala to 
strengthen his position,'* 
In the meanwhile Kalimu'1-lah, the last of the titular Bahmani 
Sultan died in 1537-38'* and the formal allegiance of the 'Adil Khans to 
the Bahmani throne thus came to an end. 
Ibrahim Adil Shah showed great preference for Deccanis over 
Afaqis and dismissed many of the latter from service, retaining only a few 
14 FA. 56b; 57b; TM. 36b; Farishta, II, 47; BS, 47. 
15 Farishta, II, 49-50; Nuniz suggest that the Doab was recovered by Bijapur during 
this expedition. 
Farishta has telescopedthe events of Ibrahim's reign and his chronology seems 
faulty. It has been accepted by the historians of Vijayanagar, through Further 
Sources. 
16 Sherwani, Bahmanis, 419, suggests that KalimuM-lah finally went to Bijapur 
where he died. The present writer is of the same view, and it is quite possible tfiat 
the beautiful Green Tomb at Bijapur may be the last resting place of the last 
Bahmani Sultan. 
75 
of the most powerful like Asad Khan. These disbanded officers and 
soldiers were welcomed with open arms both in Vijayanagar and 
Ahmadnagar.'^ 
Asad Khan was not in sympathy with his master's Sunni 
inclinations. He was a Shi'ah and this variance of beliefs, coupled with 
Asad's discomfiture when he was unable to capture the fort of Adoni, 
brought about a misunderstanding between Asad and Ibrahim. The rivals of 
the minister were not slow to take advantage of this estrangement and they 
whispered many a malicious falsehood about Asad in the receptive ears of 
the King. Asad Khan, therefore, considered it prudent to retire to his jagir 
at Belgam'* on his return from Adoni about August 1542. 
The relations between Bijapur and Ahmadnagar were strained over 
the possession of Sholapur. These were further complicated by Durban's 
change to Shi'ism at the instance of Shah Tahir. This was a year or so 
before Ibrahim at Bijapur had renounced this creed in favor of Sunni 
practices. Burhan contemplated an offensive war on Bijapur when rumors 
reached him of the estrangement between Ibrahim 'Adil Shah and Asad 
Khan and of the significant retirement of the latter to his jagir at Belgam. 
So in 1542 Burhan Nazam Shah formed an alliance with Amir Barid, 
17 Farishta, II, 49; BS, 49. These histories also say that Ibrahim ordered "Hindavi" 
to be the court language, caused accounts to be kept in the same, and appointed, 
Brahman clerks for this purpose. 
18 Farishta. II, 52; BS, 56. 
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invaded the 'Adil Shahi Kingdom, recaptured Sholapur.'^ Asad Khan on 
his part marched from Belgam with six thousand horse to join his master. 
As he neared Bijapur, Ibrahim lost heart, thinking that Asad Khan had 
marched forth to join the enemy, fled to Gulbarga. Asad Khan now wanted 
to join Ibrahim at Gulbarga. He therefore simulated submission to Burhan. 
In the meanwhile Asad Khan sent an envoy to Darya 'Imad Shah at 
Elichpur explaining his plight and demanding 'Imad Shahi help in the hour 
of Bijapur's difficulty.^" 
Darya 'Imad Shah, true to his traditional friendship for Bijapur, at 
once hastened towards Gulbarga. As he approached that town, Asad Khan 
left Burhan Nizam Shah's camp and joined him. The minister's strategy 
succeeded, and his loyalty now became evident to Ibrahim 'Adil Shah. The 
enemy considered it unwise to fight the augmented 'Adil Shahi forces and 
retreated towards Bir and thence to Ahmadnagar. By this time (March-
April 1543) Amir Barid died and Burhan was compelled to sue for peace. 
Both Amir Barid and his father were men of much cultural accomplishment 
but frustrated ambition. It was this policy of pitting one Sultan against 
another that earned for Amir the sobriquet, "Fox of the Deccan." 
Once again in 1543, Burhan Nizam Shahi, decided to invade 
Bijapur and to recover Sholapur and the districts he had to cede to Ibrahim 
19 Farishta, 11, 53,225-26; FA. 66a; Cf. Burhan, 298. 
20 Farishta, II, 53, BS.56-51. This seems to be the possible sequence of events 
related by Ferishta and followed by the Basatin. Cf. Burhan, 299-300. 
in the previous war, appointed Shah Tahir, as ambassador to -^iihe-ctSurt of 
Jamshid Qutbu'1-Mulk of Golkonda, to induce him to form a league with 
Ramaraja of Vijayanagar, against Bijapur. Ramaraja was waiting for such 
an opportunity, and very soon a confederacy was formed against Bijapur. 
Thus assailed on all sides, Ibrahim did not know what to do. He 
appealed to the veteran Asad Khan and asked for his advice. Asad Khan 
suggested the isolation of the least strong of the three. Accordingly 
Ibrahim purchased peace from Burhan by ceding him Sholapur and made 
separate overtures to Ramaraja offering him presents as a mark of 
friendship. Asad Khan then marched against Jamshid. He destroyed the fort 
which Jamshid had built at Kakni, twice defeated him in the field, and 
drove him almost to the gates of Golkonda where he again defeated him, 
wounded him severely in the face, drove him finally to take fefuge in his 
capital and triumphantly returned to Bijapur.^' Thus, ended the first 
campaign of the confederacy against the 'Adil Shahi Kingdom. 
Burhan's persistent offensive and Ibrahim's own reverses led the 
latter to suspect the loyalty of his officers and attribute his recent defeats to 
their treachery. The Sultan developed a sudden streak of inhuman cruelty 
and indulged in a merciless persecution of his officers. Two months of this 
reign of terror accounted for the death of forty Hindu and seventy Muslim 
officials of rank. At last a number of the nobility, reduced to despair by his 
21 Farishla, II, 54-55, 332; FA. 69a-b; BS. 59-6\; Burhan. 308. 
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sadistic fury, formed a conspiracy to detiirone him and raise his brother 
'Abdu'1-lah to the throne. But, before the plot could succeed, the news 
reached the king through the defection of one of the conspirators. This 
acted only as fuel to the fire of the frenzy of Ibrahim. He now began 
putting to death such of his courtiers whom he suspected of complicity in 
the plot. Prince 'Abdu'1-lah fled to Goa and many of the nobles also left 
the capital. Even Asad Khan retired to Belgam, because the King once 
again began to suspect his loyalty. 
These difficulties were of the Sultan's own making. Suspicious 
and crueP he had alienated almost all his nobility and tried to the utmost 
the loyalty even of so faithful a servant of the kingdom as Asad Khan. 
On reaching Goa, Prince 'Abdu'1-lah requested Burhan to join his 
cause and it was warmly entertained by him. Jamshid Qutbu'1-Mulk also 
joined Burhan. To gain further strength Burhan tried to win away Asad 
Khan from Ibrahim to join him. But his plans were frustrated by the loyalty 
of Asad Khan who refused to desert his master in spite of his estrangement 
with him. 
When, the negotiation for the peace treaty was going on at Goa, 
Burhan Nizam Shah once again started to form a new confederacy against 
22 Farishta. II, 56; 55, 51-52,61; FA, 71 b; de Andrada, 26-28; Saldanha, 78-79. 
23 Cf. BS, 66 "By nature Ibrahim was considered a very cruel monarch." 
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Bijapur. Undoubtedly he was encouraged to do so by the reports of the 
death of the veteran Asad Khan. 
Ibrahim Adil Shah drove himself again in another problem due to 
his suspicious attitude when one of his important general Saif 'Ainu'l-
Mulk Turk, failed against Husain Nizam Shah and Darya Imad Shah and 
was defeated.^^ Ibrahim suspected him of treachery, and his subsequent 
harsh and uncompromising attitude forced the general to rebel against him. 
'Ainu'1-Mulk set himself up as a guerilla leader in the Bijapur 
dominions. He marched to the Man River, plundered the autumn crops and 
supported his troops by extorting money from the cultivators. He gained 
more than one victory over the royal troops and declared for Prince 
'Abdu'1-lah who was still at Goa. His nephew, Salabat Khan, defeated a 
force of five thousand horse sent against him, and Saif 'Ainu'1-Mulk 
himself defeated a second force as also the main army led by Ibrahim who 
had to retreat to Bijapur, followed by the victorious rebel. In his extremity 
the fugitive and defeated monarch appealed to Ramaraja who sent his 
brother Venkatadri with fifteen thousand horses to his assistance. 'Ainu'I-
Mulk was defeated and sought safety in flight.^' 
24 Burhan, 349, 356, 375, 379, 380, 382-85; Farishta, II, 60-61, 236-37. 
25 Farishta. 11, 61-63; Burhan. 386; BS, 55-56. 'Ainu'I-Mulk fled to Ahmadnagar 
where he was assassinated at the behest of Husain Nizam Shah; Farishta. II, 239-
40; FA. 74 b-75 a. 
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During 'Ainu'l-Mulk's rebellion Prince 'Abdu'1-lah made one 
more bid for his brother's throne, relying on the support of the rebel noble. 
Simultaneously, with 'Ainu'l-Mulk's rising 'Abdu'1-lah proclaimed 
himself King of Bijapur and accompanied by three thousand Portuguese 
infantry and two hundred cavalry and the few partisans who had fled with 
him to Goa, marched on the 'Adil Shahi outpost of Phonda, captured the 
fort, and keeping a Portuguese officer in charge there, himself proceeded 
towards Bijapur. Ibrahim had just then put an end to 'Ainu'l-Mulk's rising 
with the help of Vijayanagar. He prevailed on Venkatadri to aid him 
further in stopping the advance of 'Abdu'1-lah and recovering Phonda. The 
allied armies drove the pretender and his Portuguese supporters out of the 
'Adil Shahi territories, recaptured Phonda.^ ^ 
'Ali 'Adil Shah succeeded his father at the age of sixteen. Ibrahim 
'Adil Shah had disliked 'Ali's Shi'ism, but popular opinion and the 
aristocracy favored him, and on the death of his father, he was elevated to 
the throne with the approval of the nobles of the 'Adil Shahi court. 'Ali 
signalized his accession by reverting to Shi'ism and favoring afaqis or 
Newcomers in his service.^^ 
The innovation made by Ali Adil Shah once again provided an 
opportunity to Husain Nizam Shah, in alliance with 'Imad Shah of Berar 
26 Danvers, I, 503-04; Faria, 11, 186-87. 
27 TA/, 41 a - 42 b; Fa, 78 b-79 81 a; Farishta, 11, 65-66; BS, 72-77. See also K.K. 
Basu, "The Early life of'Ali 'Adil Shah of Bijapur," Kamatak Historical Review, 
IV, 33-38. 
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twelve miles south and arranged themselves in battle array near Banihatti.^ ^ 
In 1570 Ali Adil Shah and Murtaza Nizam Shah united to make a 
final effort to drive the Portuguese from their coastal possession which was 
held by them and was detrimental for their trade but, they successfully 
drove back the Sultans and once again proved the superiority of their 
maritime strength". Then, 'Ali 'Adil Shah sent his nobles Shah Mir Husain 
and Shah Murad to Goa to negotiate a fresh treaty with the new Viceroy, 
Dom Antonio de Noranha and the treaty was finally ratified between 13"" 
and 17'" December 1571.^'' 
'Ali 'Adil Shah I had no children and after his death his favourite 
nephew Ibrahim, the elder son of his brother Tahmasp, was placed on the 
throne and was acclaimed by the 'Adil Shahi nobility as Ibrahim 'Adil 
Shah II. At the time of his accession Ibrahim was a boy of 9 years and his 
32 Sewell, 199-200; Farishta, 11, 250. H. K. Sherwani in the section entitled "Battle 
of the Krishna" of his excellent paper on "Tilangana under Ibrahim Qutb Shah," 
JIH, December 1957, pp.359 ff., has vividly described the terrain and proved why 
the action on 23 January 1565 should be known to history as the Battle of the 
Krishna and not as the Battle of Talikota or the Battle of Rakshas-Tagdi. In 
another paper on "The site of the so-called Battle of Talikota", JPHS, V, 111 he 
discusses the same problem. 
33 Faria, II, 281; Danvers, I, 551; Tuhfat, 162; Farishta, does not mention that 
Ahmadnagar and Bijapur entered into a league. Their campaigns are chronicled 
separately. Farishta, 11, 79, 261-62; Burhan, 454-57. Both Farishta and Burhan are 
agree that the Nizam Shahi officers at Chaul received bribes and crates of 
Portuguse wine which made the siege ineffective. 
34 Danvers, 1, 557, II, 2; Faria, II, 296, 319. Biker, II, 261-72 gives the terms of the 
treaty which is a lengthy document extending to twenty-seven clauses, devoted 
mostly to assertion of mutual friendship and adhesion to old contracts. 
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and threatened the kingdom with further aggression and crossed the Adil 
Shahi frontier in 1557. 
As a counter-move, 'Ali 'Adil Shah was compelled to seek the 
friendship of Ramaraj. He sent two of his prominent noble Kishwar Khan 
Lari and Shah Abu Turab Shirazi.^* Ramaraja agreed to enter into an 
offensive and defensive alliance with 'Ali 'Adil Shah provided that he 
himself came to Vijayanagar to negotiate in person.^' 
Rafi'uddin Shirazi, who was at this time in the service of 'Ali 
'Adil Shah I, also a noble writes : "Husain Nizam Shah now perceived that 
his interest lay in making friendship with 'Ali 'Adil Shah to destroy 
Ramaraja .... Husain Nizam Shah and Ibrahim Qutb Shah first formed an 
alliance and then approached 'Ali 'Adil Shah".^° 
Rafi'uddin Shirazi, who was present in person in the 'Adil Shahi 
camp, merely says that the allies crossed the river during the night without 
the knowledge of the enemy. Ferishta, describes vividly the famous trick 
by which the invading armies were able to cross the ford. When the allies 
saw the only possible ford held by the enemy, they decided to draw them 
out of their strategic position.^' The ford crossed by the allies was in the 
bend of the river Krishna at Ingalgi. Form this point the allies advanced 
28 M 81b; Per, 11,67. 
29 TM, 43 a. From Rafi'uddin Shirazi's statement it will be seen that 'All's visit to. 
Vijayanagar was not voluntary. 
30 TM. 62 a; Burhan. 412-13. 
31 Farishta. II, 73; TM, 63 a; FA, 94 a-b; BS, 98-99; Burhan, 417-19; QS, 11 lb. 
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aunt, the dowager-queen Chand Bibi, was his guardian and affairs of state 
were entrusted to a regent, called Kamil Khan who was originally in Nizam 
Shahi service but had joined the Bijapur court under 'Ali 'Adil Shah. This 
does not mean that other party chiefs made no efforts to gain this position, 
but Kamil Khan's party was the strongest, and further he had the tacit 
support of Chand Bibi. But the queen-dowager's choice was unfortunate 
because, after coming to power, the regent attempted to usurp all authority. 
He even started tempering with the royal treasury. He showed no regard to 
the queen-dowager and his general demeanor brought him in conflict with 
that determined lady. She set about encompassing his downfall which was 
not difficult since Kamil Khan's rivals were waiting for a suitable moment 
and eager to displace him. They laid siege to his mansion and Kishwar 
Khan, their leader, chased the escaping Kamil Khan to Karad, the seat of 
his jagir. The latter lost his life in a skirmish in 1580^' and then Kishwar 
Khan was elevated as regent on his return to the capital. 
Although, this minor civil strife in Bijapur, raised Murtaza Nizam 
Shah's hopes of re-conquering the coveted districts adjoining Sholapur, 
and he entrusted Bihzadu'1-Mulk, his general, with this task. Bihzad's 
force was routed by the 'Adil Shahis, they gained two decisive victories 
within ten days.^^ The success went to Kishwar Khan's head and started 
thinking to gain sole and uncontrolled authority and shrank from no steps 
35 TM,l\\ b-115a; Farishta. II. 92-95;FA. 147b-152 a;BS. 152-55. 
36 Farishta. II, 94-95; 280; Burhan. 510-11;55. 160. 
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to attain his objective. The nobles of Bijapur, afraid of his overweening 
ambition, requested Chand Bibi to set him aside and to invite Mustafa 
Khan Ardistani, then in charge of Bankapur, to become regent. Getting 
wind of this plot Kishwar Khan, had Musafa Khan assassinated at 
Bankapur. He next proceeded to rid himself of Chand Bibi. On the pretext 
that she had instigated her brother Murtaza Nizam Shah to invade Bijapur 
territory, he obtained the sanction of the boy king to place her under arrest 
to her humiliation and to the indignation of the citizens of the capital. She 
was confined in the fort of Satara.^ ^ 
The regent's treatment of Chand Bibi and his base murder of 
Mustafa Khan spelt his downfall. He became unpopular in the capital. The 
Habashi officers, headed by Ikhlas Khan, took advantage of this public 
dissatisfaction and rose against Kishwar Khan. The Regent escaped to 
Ahmadnagar^* on 24 October 1580, and thus within the brief period of 
seven months Ibrahim's reign witnessed the overthrow of the second 
regent. 
Chand Bibi was now released, and she assumed her original 
position as guardian of the young king. The Habashis treated her with great 
deference and consulted her on all political matters. Ikhlas Khan, the 
leader of the Habashi party, now became regent. But Chand Bibi insisted 
37 TM, 117 b-119 a; Fer, II, 95-97; FA, 158 b-160 b; BS, 160-165. 
38 Farishta. II, 97; TM. 120 b; BS, 166-68. From Ahmadnagar Kishwar Khan went 
to Golkonda. He was followed there by a retainer of Mustafa Khan and was 
stabbed to death. TM, 127 a; BS. 168; FA, 161 b. 
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that he should be associated in all matters of administration with Afzal 
Khan Shirazi, whom she nominated as Peshwa. Afzal Khan was an Afaqi, 
whereas the regent was a Habashi. With the memory of her recent 
imprisonment in Satara fresh in her mind, Chand Bibi had no desire to risk 
the leader of any one party becoming absolute. Ikhlas Khan was not happy 
with the serious limitations on his power imposed by joint responsibility 
with Afzal Khan. He resorted to the most effective means of freeing 
himself from his colleague and accused Afzal Khan of high treason and put 
him to death.^' 
The murder of Afzal Khan was the signal for civil strife. The 
desire of Afaqis to avenge the murder of their leader led to serious riots in 
the capital."" 
The sore straits to which the Kingdom had been reduced under 
Ikhlas Khan'n administration struck him so forcibly that he decided to lay 
down the reins of office and agreed to subordinate himself to any regent 
the queen dowager might appoint. Chand Bibi now appointed Shah Tahir's 
son Shah Abul-Hasan to the post. The new Regent set to work with vigor 
and reconciled the discontented nobles at the capital."' 
39 Farishta, II, 99; BS, 169, Rafiuddin Shirazi who was in royal service at Bijapur 
describes in vivid details the political unrest, disturbances and skirmishes that took 
place in Bijapur during these days. TM, 121 a et. Seq., FA, 161 b et. Seq., follows 
TM. 
40 Farishta, II, 100. 
41 TM, 127 b-128 a; Farishta, II, 103-04; BS, 181-84. 
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Taking advantage of the internal disputes of the Adil Shahi nobles, 
the combined armies of Ahmadnagar and Golconda invaded Bijapur. 
However, Shah Abul Hasan who was still commanding the respect of the 
Nizam Shahi statesmen, being the son of Shah Tahir, prevailed on them to 
withdraw their forces, but the Golconda contingent was not allowed to go 
unmolested and was pursued out of the kingdom by Dilawar Khan, one of 
the leading members of the Habashi group/^ 
Dilawar Khan, after his victorious return from the expedition 
against the Qutb Shahis, aspired for an increased share in the affairs of 
government. Ikhlas Khan was still in favor of working in consultation with 
Shah Abu'l-Hasan, but neither Dilawar Khan nor, his colleague Hamid 
Khan were in favor of this plan of sharing power with a man who did not 
belong to their party. Ikhlas Khan was captured and imprisoned by Dilawar 
Khan's men.'*^  
After Ikhlas Khan's capture, his colleague Abu'l-Hasan was also 
imprisoned, blinded, and shortly afterwards put to death. Dilawar Khan and 
Hamid Khan now became supreme, but when Hamid khan wanted to be 
appointed as chief of the army, Dilawar Khan passed over his claim, and 
appointed his own son to that position. He placed Hamid Khan under arrest 
42 Ibid. 
43 Farishta, II, 105-06; BS, 184-87. TM, 128 a-131 a describes vividly the jealousies, 
antagonisms, plots and counterplots and lays bare in full measure the volatile and 
uncertain politics of the 'Adil Shahi capital. Ikhlas Khan was finally compelled to 
retire to Miraj where he died about 1600. 
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and sent him to end his days in the fortress of Satara.''* Dilawar Khan now 
became supreme in Bijapur. 
Dilawar Khan made good use of his position by his firm 
administration. He strove for order at home and peace with the neighboring 
kingdoms. In 1588, Adil Shahi kingdom was again involved in a war with 
Ahmadnagar, when Murtaza Nizam Shah was killed by his own son, 
Husain. So, to espouse the cause of Burhan, brother of Murtaza Nizam 
Shah, the Bijapuri regent, Dilawar Khan marched towards Ahmadnagar. 
But he suffered a crushing defeat at the hands of the Nizam Shahi general 
Jamal Khan at Dharaseo.'*^ 
Dilawar Khan's defeat led to his downfall. His rivals accused him 
of complicity with the enemy and called upon the king to put an end to the 
minister's power. Ibrahim 'Adil Shah too showed every sign of displeasure 
with his tutelage and desired to dispense with it. So far he had been a silent 
watcher of the political chess-board of his capital, but now he wanted to 
assert himself. Therefore, when he was at Shahdurg he sent word to 
'Ainu'1-Mulk and Ankus Khan, to help him against Dilawar Khan to get 
rid of the Regent. Ibrahim was waiting for an opportunity and on 10'*' May 
1590, took charge of the administration of the kingdom, after a minor 
skirmish the frustrated Dilawar Khan escaped first to Bidar and 
subsequently to Ahmadnagar, from their Dilawar started plotting against 
44 Farishta. II, 107; 7K 131 a-b;55, 189-90; M 175 b-176 a. 
45Farishta. II, 120-24,296; Burhan. 587-89; 55. 199-204. 
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Bijapur and incited Burhan to invade the kingdom. Ibrahim 'Adil Shah 
lured Dilawar to Bijapur, captured him, blinded him and sent him to end 
his days at Satara. 
During the five years between 1588 and 1593, when the Bijapuris 
were struggling with Ahmadnagar, the Nayaks had neglected to pay their 
tributes. Ibrahim 'Adil Shah resolved to punish these chiefs and sent Manju 
Khan to the Kannada region with a considerable army. The general made 
Bankapur his headquarters from where he issued an order calling upon all 
the tributary chiefs to pay the arrears of their tribute, promising protection 
to those who obeyed and threatening the defaulters with dire consequences. 
Manju Khan next marched against Mysore and reduced the city 
after a siege of three months; but its Raja soon recovered it.'*^  If the 
conquests of Manju Khan had continued uninterrupted the whole of the 
Karnatak region might have been annexed to Bijapur. But the general was 
now recalled to the capital to help the Sultan to deal with a new danger 
which was threatening his throne. The rebellion of his younger brother 
Prince Ismail shook the State to its foundations.'*' 
On 22 May 1594, Savant Rao declared for Ismail and captured the 
loyal officers of the garrison. The governor of Bijapur also declared for the 
rebel prince. By this time news was brought to Ibrahim that Ismail had 
been crowned king at Belgam and was holding court with Ankus Khan and 
46 Farishta, II, 138-39. 
47 This section is based on TM, 143a-146a ; Farishta,II, 143-50, 305-06 ; FA, 200a-
203a; 88,221-227. 
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'Ainu'1-Mulk as his advisers. Ibrahim therefore appointed Hamid Khan, 
commander-in-chief of the 'Adil Shahi army and left for Belgam on 27 
November 1594. 
Hamid Khan, then taken to a ruse and sent word to 'Ainu'1-Mulk 
and Ankus Khan, that though he was apparently marching to suppress the 
rebellion, his heart was really with Prince Ismail and that they should 
crown him ceremoniously even before Burhan Nizam Shah arrived on the 
scene. Hamid Khan's dissimulation deceived the rebels who now awaited 
his arrival. But to their consternation he came not as a friend but as an 
enemy and was able to capture not only the rebel leaders but also Ismail. 
'Ainu'1-Mulk suffered instant death and the Prince was taken to Bijapur 
where, while being blinded, he succumbed to the ordeal. 
After the conquest of Bidar Ibrahim next sent his victorious army 
against Adoni where the 'Adil Shahi officers had risen in rebellion. He 
quelled this rising and, in addition, captured the fort of Kami.''* 
In addition to this, there came into existence at the Bijapur court a 
party of nobles who thought that Ibrahim had helped 'Ambar to become 
48 BS. 273. 
*^BS. 283-84; Guldasta. 7 a; MN, 7. 
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too powerful and that, therefore, he should now join hands with the 
Mughals and thus adjust the balance of power. ''^  
The Dakhni party, which had been successful in placing Prince 
Muhammad in 1627, on the throne had everything before it. The leaders, 
Mirza Muhammad Amin and Daulat Khan, now became supreme and 
assumed the titles of Mustafa Khan and Khawas Khan respectively. 
As opposed to Mustafa Khan were Khawas Khan and Murari 
Pandit, as well as some other nobles, who tried to dissuade Muhammad 
'Adil Shah from adopting a policy which in their opinion would bring the 
Mughals to the very doors of the kingdom. But Mustafa Khan succeeded in 
his pro-Mughal policy. It was agreed between the Mughal and the 'Adil 
Shahi government that the Nizam Shahi kingdom should be divided 
between the two parties so that the Mughals were to have the country to the 
north of the Bhima and the 'Adil Shahis that to the south.^ ** 
The Mughal first reducd Dharur. It was to the south of Bhima, and 
in conformity with the agreement ought to have been handed over to 
Bijapur. The Bijapuri general Randaula Khan therefore demanded its 
possession, but this was refused." This really put an end to Mustafa 
Khan's influence. Muhammad 'Adil Shah, now acting on the advice of 
50 MN. 10. This arrangement was of course without prejudice to the existing 
bundaries which in north-east were beyond the Bhima up to the Manjira. MN s&ys 
the dividing line was to be the Krishna, which is evidently a mistake. 
51 Uhori, 1,339-46; MN, 10; BS, 293. 
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Khawas Khan, gave orders that the Mughal ambassador Shaikh 
Mu'inuddin should be detained at Bijapur. 
Khawas Khan, who had now come into power, launched a policy 
of joining hands with Ahmadnagar. His idea was to form an alliance of the 
two neighboring kingdoms and thus to stem the tide of Mughal advance. A 
concrete result of this friendship was that in 1630, when the Mughals were 
besieging Parenda, the allied armies of Ahmadnagar and Bijapur succeeded 
in compelling them to raise the siege." 
Shah Jahan wanted to put a check on the growing activities of 
Shahji who had the support of Khawas Khan, the 'Adil Shahi minister. He 
therefore called upon Muhammad 'Adil Shah to surrender to the Imperial 
officers such of the Nizam Shahi territories as he had annexed and to expel 
shahji and some other Nizam Shahi nobles from his Kingdom." On the 
other hand Khawas Khan advised the King that the Nizam Shahi nobles 
ought to be encouraged to do their best to revive their Kingdom somehow 
and sent Randaula Khan and Murari with a large army to help Shahji. He 
said that once the Mughals broke the Nizam Shahi barrier between 
themselves and Bijapur, they would in no time wipe out Bijapur itself. It 
was therefore, in the interests of Bijapur to help the Nizam Shahi nobles in 
their stand against the Mughals. 
52 Lahori, 1, 358-60; Gi/Was/fl, 14 b-19b. 
53 Uhori, I, ii, 125-126. 
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The Bijapur court at this time was divided into many factions. 
Mustafa Khan, with his pronounced sympathies for the Mughals, was 
proving a rival to Khawas Khan who was slowly poisoning the King's ears 
against him. Khawas Khan was now able to imprison Mustafa Khan in the 
fort of Belgam.^ '* Muhammad 'Adil Shah, who had never liked Khawas 
Khan, was enraged at this arbitrary step of his minister and ordered Malik 
Raihan to set aside Khawas Khan somehow. Malik Raihan, thereupon 
asked Khawas Khan to dismiss Murari Jagdeo, as he had become 
overbearing and unpopular." Khawas Khan would have none of it. He 
actually had recourse to treachery and informed Shah Jahan that the 
Bijapur Court was divided in itself and if at this time the Mughals attacked 
Bijapur he would undertake to secure them an entrance into the fort. When 
his treachery became known to the Court he was put to death by the order 
of the Sultan, and this was followed a month later by Murari Jagdeo's 
murder and the release of Mustafa Khan.'* Mustafa Khan now came into 
power and Malik Raihan Habashi, who had contrived the murder of 
Khawas Khan, was given the title of Ikhlas Khan. 
As far as the expansion of Bijapur in the Southern region is 
concerned the nobles have displayed their military might and valor 
unexpectedly. They got the first opportunity of expansion in the further 
54 MN. 15-16; BS, 307; Guldasta, 40 a - 41 b; FA, 332 b -334 b. 
55 BS, 308; FA, 336 a-b. FA, says that Randauia Khan asked Khawas Khan to hand 
over to him the administration of the capital but the latter refused. 
56 MN. 16-17; BS. 311-312: Guldasta, 49 b; FA, 536 b -537 b. 
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south when, Keng Nayak of Basavapattan, a tributary of Virabhadra Nayak 
of Ikkeri, having rebelled against his overlord, was deprived of his jagir. 
He carried his complaint to Muhammad 'Adil Shah. The Sultan could not 
have expected a better opportunity to fulfill his territorial ambitions in the 
south. He appointed Randaula Khan (Rustam-i Zaman), as commander of 
troops which were sent ostensibly to espouse the cause of Keng Nayak but 
really to conquer the southern territories.^^ 
Taking Keng Nayak with him Randaula Khan reached Ikkeri. 
Virabhadra could not withstand the surprise attack and fled to a nearby 
hill-fort of Bijapur and agreed to pay thrity lakh hons as ransom, with an 
immediate payment of eighteen lakhs and a promise to pay the balance in 
three annual installments.'* But,when he showed reluctance to pay the 
^balance of the tribute he had promised.^' The whole of his area was 
overrun and annexed to Bijapur.^ 
Soon after the subjugation of Virabhadra, Randaula Khan, with 
Shahji as his second in command, was ordered by the Sultan to lead a 
second expedition, this time in the eastern direction. 
Randaula Khan sent Afzal Khan in advance against a fortress on 
the route to Bangalore. Bangalore surrendered and was occupied by the 
57 FA. 376 a; Rice, op.cil., 1, 358-59; BS, 318. Before undertaking the expeditions, 
Randaula Khan was honoured with the title of Rustam-i Zaman. 
58 BS, 318; Rice, I, 359; Jm. 25; FA, 378 a - 379 a 
59 JRAS. 1911,191. 
60 BS. 318; Rice, op. cit.. I, 359; Guldasta. 75 a - 81 a. 
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'Adil Shahis, and Shahji was appointed governor of the newly conquered 
territories with Bangalore as their center.^' 
Randaula Khan and Shahji now went further south against the ruler 
of Mysore, Kanthirava Narasa Raj. They besieged his capital 
Srirangapatan; but they were repulsed with great slaughter and were not 
only compelled to raise the siege but were also harassed in their retreat. 
Then they turned towards the minor chieftains around Bangalore. These 
chieftains acknowledge the suzerainty of Bijapur and to pay twenty 
thousand huns as ransom. 
While Randaula Khan was on his way to Chiknayakanhalli, he 
dispatched Afzal Khan towards Belur, further south. Venkatapati, the Raja 
of this place, negotiated with Randaula Khan and agreed to cede the 
district of Sakripattan. The Raja of Belur too was thus brought under 'Adil 
Shahi sway. After this the Nayak of Tumkur followed suit and of his own 
accord acknowledged the sovereignty of Bijapur. 
Randaula Khan now entered into a pact with Sriranga Raya who 
was then ruling at Vellore, whereby it was agreed that both of them were to 
join hands in subduing the petty Nayaks of the south. In fact Sriranga had 
by this time relented having entered into a pact with the Bijapuri general 
against the Nayaks. On the other hand Randaula had spent nearly two years 
61 Rice, I, 359; Nayaks. 23; MN. 27. 
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in this expedition, and he now thought it better to leave the Rayal alone for 
the time being and returned to Bijapur. 
The campaign in the south was renewed in 1643. With the help of 
Keng Nayak, Randaula Khan surprised and occupied the fortress of Tikri. 
He left one of his officers Khan-i Jahan as hawaldar; but the latter proved 
to be an indolent commander and Shivappa Nayak of Ikkeri soon wrested it 
from his hands." This proved to be Randaula Khan's last expedition, for 
soon after his return to the capital in 1643 he died." In his campaigns 
during the last five years he had reduced some of the petty Nayaks of the 
south and had thus opened and prepared the way for the conquest of the 
Karnataka region. 
When the Sultan on 3 January 1644 took command in person, left 
for Malnad he entrusted the command to Mustafa Khan ("Khan-i Baba") 
and Muzaffaru'd-din Khan-i Khanan, and ordered them to recapture Tikri. 
He also took possession of Sagar, a flourishing market place four miles 
from the fort and appointed Mustafa Khan in charge of the place. At the 
end of the rainy season of 1644 Khan-i Khanan reduce the remaining 
chieftains in the uplands of Karnataka reported the capture of Nandyal and 
nine other forts in that district." 
62 MN, 32-33. 
63 Randaula Khan is buried at Rahmatpur in Satara District and the date of his death 
is given on his tomb as 1643. 
64 MN, 33-34. 
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The policy towards the subjugated Nayaks followed by the 'Adil 
Shahi authorities was one of conciliation.^^ They were not extirpated but 
were allowed to remain in their places once they had acknowledged 'Adil 
Shahi suzerainty. 
The third expedition to the south was planned on a grand scale. 
The command of this expedition again devolved upon Mustafa Khan. The 
Sultan himself accompanied him up to the Kala Chabutra in Ibrahimpur, 
one of the suburbs of the capital. The general was supported by able 
lieutenants, of whom Shahji Bhosale and Randaula's son Rustam-i Zaman, 
who had assumed his father's title on his death, were the most prominent. 
In addition there were many other nobles accompanying him. The first 
among the chieftains who lay down his arms was Shriranga Rayal and had 
paid fifty lakh huns and a hundred and fifty elephants as indemnity.^ After 
a halt of one month at Vellore Mustafa Khan entrusted the new conquests 
to Shahji and Asad Khan and started for the capital. On his way back he 
subdued the remaining portions of Jagadeva's territory extending 
southwest of Bangalore. 
Muhammad 'Adil Shah was so pleased with the accomplishments 
of his general that he advanced as far as the banks of the Krishna to receive 
him.**' 
65 Wilks, I, 359. 
66 For details see iW?V, 41-48. 
67 Ibid., 47-48. 
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The fourth campaign in the south began when, the Qutb Shahi 
army advanced towards the fort of Jinji as an offset to the 'Adil Shahi 
success at Vellore. The Nayak of Tanjore chose to surrender to the 
invaders instead of going to the help of Rupa Nayak of Jinji. Tirumala 
Nayak of Madurai, however, played a different game, and sent an 
ambassador to Muhammad 'Adil Shah for help. He at once directed 
Mustafa Khan to leave for the south, and on 12 January 1648 Mustafa 
Khan left Gulbarga for Jinji with seventeen thousand horses.^^ 
Mustafa Khan fell ill while the siege was in progress. His 
difficulties were further enhanced by the disloyalty of his own subordinate 
officers, for he found Sidi Raihan and Shahji openly defying his authority. 
Early in November Mustafa Khan died. Thereupon Muhammad 'Adil Shah 
ordered Khan-i Khanan to take command at Jinji, and that general who was 
busy reducing some recalcitrant Nayaks in the vicinity of Tadpatri 
hastened at once to Jinji and took charge of the besieging 'Adil Shahi 
army.*' Rupa Nayak could not hold out any longer and on 17 December 
1648 he opened the gates of the fort to the Bijapuris.^" 
However, at various occasion we have seen the betrayal of trust by 
the Bijapuri nobles which had greatly benefited the neighboring states. At 
one occasion, where Aurangzeb had won over many of the 'Adil Shahi 
68 A^. 48-49. 
69 BS, 325-26; MN, 54. 
70 BS, 327-28; Nayaks, 129. Guldasta describes the siege and fall of Jinji at great 
length; 149b-180 b. 
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officers.'" This neglect of duty was reported to the Sultan. Khan 
Muhammad hurried to the capital protesting that he was helpless before the 
superior force of the advancing Mughal army; but his treachery was 
already known and the dowager-queen Bari Sahiba had issued orders for 
his execution. 
In the meanwhile, Aurangzeb advanced to Bijapur and laid siege to 
it.'* A long defense was impossible as there were the pro-Mughal factions 
in the capital itself, and the young king was unable to establish his 
authority. The siege was pressed with great vigor, and the king had to sue 
for peace in the most humiliating manner, offering to pay a large sum and 
agreeing to anything short of surrender.'** 
After making peace with Aurangzeb, Bijapuris had to face Shivaji, 
who took advantage of the disorder prevailing at the court invaded Janjira, 
but was repulsed by Path Khan in two successive encounters. His repulse 
had put fresh courage into the Bijapur government. The Queen, Bari 
Sahiba, now called upon the nobles of the court to volunteer for the 
command of an army meant to overpower Shivaji and put an end finally to 
the menace of his followers. The first to volunteer his services was Afzal 
Khan, who had gained considerable experience of warfare in hilly territory 
74 BS, 366-67. 
75 Tarikh-i Shahjahani. op. cit., 195 b; ML, II, 3-4,1, 756; Zafarnama, 35 b. ML, II, 
5, clearly says tht Aurangzeb was recalled while he was engaged in the siege of 
Bijapur. 
76 ML, I, 756, II, 4; Tarikh-i Shahjahani, op.cit., 195 b; Zafarnama, 35 b. 
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officers by systematic bribery, and even Khan Muhammad, the Prime 
Minister of Bijapur, seems to have been won over by him.'' This created 
dissensions at the Court as there were some nobles who suspected Khan 
Muhammad's pro-Mughal tendencies and wanted to drive him out of office 
and power. 
On 18 January 1657, Aurangzeb entered the 'Adil Shahi territory, 
the first place they had to pass was Bidar. He besieged the fort which was 
bravely defended by the Bijapuri governor Sidi Marjan. But by an accident 
the 'Adil Shahi magazine caught fire and in that terrific explosion Sidi 
Marjan was mortally wounded and after a siege of twenty-seven days the 
strong fortress of Bidar fell into the hands of the Mughals on 29 March 
1657.^ 2 
Aurangzeb next marched directly towards Bijapur.'^ Khan 
Muhammad was sent to oppose the Mughal advance towards the capital. 
But he had already been won over by Aurangzeb, and instead of doing his 
duty, he winked at the advance of the Mughal army. In fact on one 
occasion, when the enemy was in a strategically unsound position, he even 
refused to attack them in spite of the repeated insistence of his junior 
71 Adab-i 'Alamgiri, 100 a; 101 a, 106 a. Cf. AS, 214; BS, 366-68. 
72 AS. 237 a-b; BS, 365; Bhimsen, 8 a; 'Jedhe Chronology," Shiv Charitra Pradip, 
BISM; 4th Conference, Poena, 1917. ML, II, 3. 
73 ML. 11, 3,4,1, 756; Muhammad Sadiq, Tarikh-i Shahjahani, B.M., Or. 174, 155 b; 
Zafamama. 35 b; AS, 245 a. 
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during his southern campaigns. He was the governor of Wai and knew well 
the country around Javli.'' His services were gladly accepted and farmans 
were addressed to the 'Adil Shahi officers stationed in the Mavals to join 
Afzal Khan. 
After prolonged negotiations it was agreed that Afzal Khan was to 
meet Shivaji outside the fort of Pratapgarh were the latter had retired at the 
approach of the 'Adil Shahi general. The meeting resulted in the murder of 
Afzal Khan on 10 November, 1659.^ * After this the leaderless 'Adil Shahi 
army was defeated and routed in no time. 
After the murder of Afzal Khan, one or two stray attempts were 
made to subdue Shivaji but they proved futile. He had now become 
powerful and was able to maintain his independence. 'Abdu'l-Muhammad, 
the 'Adil Shahi wazir, and Shahji prevailed upon 'Ali 'Adil Shah to make 
peace with Shivaji. He was confirmed in the possession of all his conquests 
in the north-western part of the kingdom, while on his part he agreed not to 
molest Bijapur, a promise which he broke as soon as he found it 
convenient.^' 
Some, of the prominent 'Adil Shahi nobles by promises of imperial 
favor and by the distribution of generous bribes e.g. Mulla Yahya, the 
77 TA, 98-99; 'Ali Noma, 28a; Sabhasad Bakhar 13; BS; 370. 
78 For different versions of Afzal khan's death, see, TA, 102-104; 'Ali Nama, MS, in 
Dr. Joshi's possession, 28 a-b; BB, 370-71; Sabhasad Bakhar, 15-22; Jedhe 
Chronology: ML, II, 116-18; Bhimsen, 10 a-b. 
79 Kincaid and Parasnis, op.cit.. 1,175-76; Grant Duff, I, 147-49; EFI, 1661-64,232. 
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younger brother of the ' Adil Shahi governor of Kalyani Mulla Ahmad, had 
already deserted to the Mughals in 1663 and along with his son and son-in-
law had been enrolled in the Imperial service.^° 
In August 1670 the Emperor demanded from Bijapur a contingent 
of 12,000 cavalry to join the Imperial army to punish Shivaji who had 
persistently attacked the outlying districts of the Empire and had even 
looted Surat a second time. But Shivaji was now on terms of friendship 
with Bijapur and Aurangzeb's peremptory demand placed 'Abdul-
Muhammad in a dilemma. At the same time the rebellion of Rustam-i 
Zaman in Karnatak demanded the wholehearted attention of the 'Adil 
Shahi court*' and furnished 'Abdul Muhammad with a ready and justifiable 
excuse. He was able to quell unrest in Karnatak by October 1671 }^ 
In the middle of 1672 'All 'Adil Shah paid the penalty for his 
voluptuous life which he had recently been leading. He had an attack of 
paralysis which confined him to his bed. Despairing of recovery he 
suggested to his minister 'Abdu'l-Muhammad that the boy prince Sikandar 
should be crowned king during his own life-time and that the minister 
should act as regent. Somehow 'Abdu'l-Muhammad excused himself from 
the responsibility and suggested that while prince Sikandar, who was only 
four, should be placed on the throne, Khawas Khan should be the regent 
80 ML, 1,166. 
81 Original Correspondence, India office Records, XXXI, 3457, XXXIK 3578. 
82 Factory Records, Surat, CVI, 30. 
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and the government of the kingdom should be divided between the four 
principal grandees : 'Abdu'l-Muhammad himself to be in charge of the 
north-eastern part of the kingdom to oppose the Mughals; Bahlol Khan on 
the west to check Shivaji; Muzaffar Khan to be the governor of the 
southern territories and consolidate the recent conquests; and the regent 
himself to be in charge of the capital and the surrounding districts. This 
arrangement looked well on paper but was responsible for the internecine 
quarrels that soon broke out. But perhaps 'Abdu'i-Muhammad foresaw the 
end and was unwilling to be in the unenviable position of the pilot of a 
sinking ship. 'Ali 'Adil Shah lingered as a paralytic invalid for about six 
months during which time affairs of state went from bad to worse. He died 
on 24 November 1672, leaving the Kingdom in a chaotic condition. 
Immediately on 'Ali's death Khawas Khan seized full power and 
disregarded the understanding to share the government of the state with the 
other nobles." 'Abdu'l-Muhammad left the capital in disgust and retired to 
his jagir.** Khawas Khan tried to reconcile the others by giving Bahlol 
Khan, the leader of the Afghan party, the command of the troops and 
appointed Muzaffar Khan to put down the disturbances in the south. ^ * 
83 In July 1672 the Hindu chieftains near Karwar rebelled and in August there were 
troubles even in the capital. Factory Records, Sural, LXXXVII, 28,59. 
84 BS, 439-40; Bhimsen 68 a; Jedhe Shakavali. 
85 Bhimsen, 68 a; Factory Records. Surat, CM, 106. 
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In 1675, Bahlol Khan captured his rivals and imprisoned them into 
the fort of Bankapur, became the regent given all his kinsmen the best 
jagirs from which the Deccanis were dispossessed.^^ But Bahlol Khan's 
rivals were unwilling to submit to Afghan rule and rose up in arms against 
him.*' Shaikh Minhaj, one of the leaders of the discontented Deccani, 
followed Khizr Khan, the right-hand man of Bahlol Khan, to his jagir and 
stabbed him to death, while Bahlol Khan took blood for blood by putting 
Khawas Khan himself to death on 18 January 1676. Thus, intense quarrels 
openly broke out in the Kingdom, factions agitated the miserable remains 
of a fallen State, whilst Shivaji on the one side and the Mughals on the 
other threatened its annihilation. 
But the province knew no peace, because another rebellion broke 
out under Mian Sahib, governor of Karwar, when Abu Khan was deputed 
from Bijapur to deal with the rebel and take over the governorship in his 
place. There was no fighting as Mian Sahib surrendered without a blow 
and the rebellion was suppressed.*' 
Only one Bijapuri noble Sher Khan tried to stem the tide of 
Shivaji's onward march, but he was too weak to repel him and had to cede 
all his jagirs and in addition promised to pay twenty thousand rupees. In 
86 BS, 447, 449-50. 
87 Fryer, II, 53. "The Deccanis, due to the King's minority, being either Afraid or too 
Proud to commit their persons, or give Homage to the Protector, being an Alien 
and a Patan, who hath but lately wrested the management of Affairs from the 
hands of Cervis Caun..." 
88 Factory Records, Sural. LXXXVII, 129-131. 
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May Shivaji laid siege to Jinji, which Nasir Muhammad surrendered 
without any resistance. Shivaji next marched to Vellore which held out for 
more than a year, but on 22 July 1678 the governor was forced to hand 
over the place to Shivaji's men. 
The 'Adil Shahi regent Sidi Masud had succeeded with Shivaji's 
help in driving back Diler Khan, the Mughal Commander from the 
environs of Bijapur, and for four years, the Mughals being busy elsewhere, 
Bijapur was left to itself to mend matters if it could. Masud set Venkatadri 
free and he in his turn induced Sharza Khan to come back to his master 
Sikandar 'Adil Shah by leaving the Mughals to whom he had gone over. 
Sidi Masud was a loyal servant of Bijapur; bravely and 
courageously had he stood by the 'Adil Shahi kingdom during its waning 
days. But he was now completely unnerved by the way things were shaping 
themselves. He had done his utmost to prop up a tottering structure. But 
now the nobility was growing restive; every new day brought with it fresh 
anxieties; there were discontented nobles in the city, and outside there was 
an inexorable enemy. The Regent saw that the end was near and in sheer 
desperation decided to shake off the responsibilities of government. He 
accordingly begged the young Sultan to allow him to go to his jagir at 
Adoni, and on 21 November 1683 he left. Sikandar now appointed Agha 
Khusro as his wazir, but he died soon after taking up the office. 
89 Martin, MR, XXXV, 150-51; Vestiges. 1,357,463. 
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On 1 April 1685 the Mughals encamped near the 'Adil Shahi 
capital and the siege of Bijapur began. Sikandar now tried to appeal to the 
Emperor's religious feelings and sent theologians to convince him that to 
fight against a brother Muslim was contrary to the teachings of the 
Prophet. But Aurangzeb replied that though Sikandar was a Muslim he had 
allied with the Marathas and had himself violated the precepts of his 
religion. 
Sikandar 'Adil Shah and Sharza Khan came to the conclusion that 
the 'Adil Shahi monarchy could no longer be defended against the Mughal 
Emperor's grim determination. It was evident to them that-this was going 
to be a fight to a finish, with the dice heavily loaded in favor of the 
besiegers. 
On 9 September 1686 the 'Adil Shah envoy waited on Firoz Jang 
in the Imperial camp. Presented to Aurangzeb, they communicated to him 
the decision of Sikandar 'Adil Shah and his Council of War to lay down 
arms. On 13 September 1686 Sikandar came out of the capital and was 
received in Aurangzeb's camp as Sikandar 'Adil Khan. He handed over the 
keys of the citadel and his royal insignia to the Mughal Emperor.'" 
90 ML. II, 322; Bhimsen, 102 b; BS, 540-41; MA, 279; SA, IV, 179; Jedhe Shakavali. 
CHAPTER - IV 
CHAPTER-IV 
NOBLES ROLE IN DEFINING THE BIJAPUR'S 
RELATION WITH INDIAN STATES 
The Nobility played a major role in shaping the external and internal 
relation of Bijapur with the Indian States and shaped the destiny of the 
Kingdom, [t was the Adil Shahi nobility who prevented the Kingdom from 
ruins. The Nobles, irrespective of a very sharp division they made efforts to 
shim their personal rivalries within the State to form an alliance amongst the 
rival Kingdoms. 
Throughout the history of Bijapur, the nobles enjoyed the patronage of 
the ruler and also exerted their influence in the politics of Bijapur. Thus the 
nobles at Bijapur controlled the strings of political strategy not only in the 
Deccan but also with the Mughals and the Islamic world especially with Iran. 
The Mughals: 
The relationship of the Adil Shahi Nobles with the Mughals begins with 
the establishment of the Mughal Empire in 1526 A.D. The initial years of the 
Mughals was basically a period of oblivion and passing contacts, because 
Babur and Humayun were mainly pre-occupied in establishing the Mughal rule 
in India and involved in the affairs of the Northern India. The Mughals came in 
contact with the Bijapuries in 1535 A.D. when Humayun aimexed Gujarat, 
invaded Khandesh and marched upto Burhanpur. There he demanded 
submission from the Sultan Muhammad Shah, apprehensive of Mughal 
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conquest all the sovereign rulers of Deccan wrote submissive letters to 
Humayun, tendering their allegiance' and at the same time they established a 
joint front of the Deccan Sultans against the Mughals. 
The evolution of the Bijapur-Mughal relations during Akbar's reign 
was based on Akbar's Deccan policy/ which guided the course of the relations. 
The first move was made in 1573 when Akbar sent Mir Mohsin Rizvi, on a 
mission to the Deccan kingdoms. Akbar considered it necessary to send an able 
man to the ruler of Deccan to give him good advice and guide him to path of 
obedience. "Mir Mohsin Rizvi who had been sent on a mission to the rulers of 
Deccan returned, bringing with him the presents they had sent to his Majesty".^  
In 1574-75 'Ali Adil Shah 11 sent wakils to Akbar. Reciprocating this 
gesture, Akbar sent in 1575, Hakim 'Ainul-Mulk Shirazi, to Biapur. Through 
him, 'Adil Shah sent elephants and other valuable gifts for Akbar. 'Ainul Mulk 
was in Bijapur for more than one year; he returned to the Mughal Court in 
1577-78 along with the envoy of 'Adil Shah to Akbar." The purpose of sending 
'Ainul Mulk to Bijapur was to guide 'Adil Khan.^  
1 Ferishta, I, p. 402; Briggs, II, p. 81. 
2 For discussions on the Deccan policy of Akbar, see: Frederick Augusts (Count 
of Noer): The Emperor Akbar, II, 310 ff, 316; R.P. Tripathl, Rise and Fall of 
Mughal Empire, 312 ff; V.A. Smith, Akbar - the Great. 224, 246, 264; Bamber 
Gasiogne, The Great Mughals, 82 ff; Dr. Yusuf Husain Khan, "The Deccan 
Policy and Campaigns of the Mughals", Is. CI., July 1944,301 ff. 
3 Tabaqat, II, 478. 
4 Al-Tawarikh, II, 253, III, 229. 
5 Akbar Noma, III, 29\. 
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After that it became a regular feature for 'Adil Shahi rulers to send 
there nobles with rich presents in cash and kind to the Mughal Court. 
Nizamu'ddin says that the Nobles as envoys were sent every year, with 
presents to the Mughal Court. All Bijapuri envoys were treated well and were 
duly honoured. They were presented with robes, cash in'ams etc.^ In 1578-79 ^ 
'Adil Shah sent Khwaja 'Abdu'1-lah and Shahi Beg as his wakils to the Mughal 
Court with rare presents.* But from (1579), Akbar's verbal strategy was partly 
successftil in asserting his overlord ship over Bijapur. Yet, 'Adil Shah I did not 
submit fiilly, nor he fully obeyed orders of Akbar.' 
The Bijapuri nobles always protested to Akbar that their ruler was not 
given any opportunity of serving the Emperor and showing his loyalty.'° 'Adil 
Shah aspired to please and pacify Akbar in February 1580, when Akbar 
appointed an army to capture the Portuguese ports in India, to remove the 
stumbling block in the way of the pilgrims to Mecca. 
'Adil Shah died on 10* April 1580 A.D. and with the accession of 
Ibrahim relations between Bijapur and the Mughal Court was better. It was 
during his reign that matrimonial alliance with the Mughals was formed. In 
1600, Ibrahim sent an envoy to Akbar with a ruby and "used supplications. 
'Adil Shah requested that some person from the Mughal court be appointed at 
6 Tabaqat. II, 93. 
7 Nizamu'ddin records this in the year 1580 - Tabaqat, II, 93. 
8 Al-Tawarikh. II, 276. 
9 Akbar Nama, III, 388.400. 
10 Akbar Nama, m,^\0. 
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his court to sooth his mind. Akbar consented to Ibrahim's request and sent 
Sharif Sarmadi, as an envoy to Bijapur in 1601. Through him Akbar 
communicated excellent counsels both in writing and verbally." Sarmadi's 
mission was to allay the fear of the ' Adil Shah and to assure him that Akbar 
had no aggressive designs against Bijapur.'^  
Another outcome of Sarmadi's mission was the matrimonial alliance 
between the Mughals and Ibrahim. He "wished to make over his daughter to 
the harem of prince Sultan Daniel."'^ But Zubairi and Ferishta hold that the 
marriage proposal originated from the Mughal's side.''* In 1601 Akbar sent Mir 
Jamalu'd-din Husain Inju to Bijapur with bridal presents.'^ 'Adil Shah treated 
Inju with great respect during his stay for three years at Bijapur.'^ 
The prolonged stay of Jamalu'ddin Inju at Bijapur, with lame excuses, 
enraged Akbar and appointed Asad Beg to fetch him immediately "without 
11 Akbar Mama, in, \\7]. 
12 Dr. P. M. Joshi; "Asad Beg's Mission to Bijapur", Potdar Commemoration 
Volume 185, f. n.; Dr. Nazir Ahmad : Kitab-i Nauras 7,fn. 5. 
13 Akbar Nama. Ill, 1176; in Ain-i-Akbari (II, 500 Abu'1-Fadl, says that 'Adil Shah 
King of Bijapur wished to enter into a matrimonial alliance with Akbar and 
offered his daughter to Prince Daniyal. 
14 Basatin, 255; Briggs, II, 279; Kitab-i-Nauras., fn.3. 
15 Akbar Nama, HI, 1176; Abu'l FadI clearly states that Jamaiuddin was sent with 
bridal presents. That means, that before the sending of Jamaiuddin, proposal, 
negotiations and acceptance of the marriage were flnalized. As such Dr. Nazir 
Ahmad's conclusion that Jamaiuddin "was sent ofT to Bijapur for asking the 
hand of'Adil Shah's daughter" (Kitab-i-Nauras, 8) is not tenable. Again had the 
age of the bride the criterion (as Dr. Nazir Ahmad thinks) then neither of the 
parties would have put forth the proposal nor would have considered it; and 
further, it would not have materialized, however strong the Mughal pressure 
might have been. 
16 Tarikh-i-MoghulofAsadBeg. I.H.R.C.. XVll, December 1940, 89. 
no 
giving him time to eat or drink".'^ In 1603, Asad Beg started for Bijapur. At 
Mangalvedha'^ he was received by 'Adil Shahi nobles with great honour. 
When Asad Beg came near Bijapur, he was advised to have audience with 
'Adil Shah only after Shab-i- Barat. '^  
It seems that Ibrahim developed some wrong notion about the contents 
of Akbar's farman, which was issued on the former's request. The message 
seems to be account the return of Inju and marriage of Sultana Begum. In 
compliance with Akbar's directive, Ibrahim issued z. farman in the name of 
Inju and other Bijapuri officials regarding Inju's return to the Mughal court. 
Asad Beg himself dictated the Bijapuri ^ r/waw. Finally, he left Bijapur on 24'*' 
January, 1604 accompanied by Jamalu'ddin Inju, the bridal party of Daniyal, 
whose marriage was celebrated with the Bijapuri princes early in 1604. 
Bijapuri wakil Mustafa Khan accompanied the bride.^ ° 
Just before Akbar's death in 1605 Ibrahim sent Lakhu Pandit as his 
envoy to the Mughal Court. '^ In 1605, on the death of Akbar, Ibrahim sent 
Ferishta, as an envoy to condole with Jahangir and to congratulate him on his 
accession. 'Adil Shah sent rich gifts with best wishes and prayers for Jahangir's 
17 Ahwal-i-Asad Beg, 50 a; Dr. P.M. Joshi is of the opinion that Asad Beg has 
exaggerated the figure of pagodas, Potdar Volume, op. cit., 186 fn. 
18 17.50N., 75.50E., S.W., of Sholapur, about 52 miles north of Bijapur. 
19 Ahwal-i-Asad Beg, 50a. 
20 Idem. 
21 rwzwifc, 1,10,162. 
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complete happiness.^ ^ This embassy was besides that of Lakhu Pandit, who had 
come in Akbar's time and was still at the Mughal Court. After five years of 
stay in 1610, Lakhu Pandit was granted leave by Jahangir to depart. 
In 1612, Ibrahim afraid of the Mughal invasion, tried to bring about 
pressure on Jahangir, by sending his envoy Mir Khalilu'1-lah to Shah 'Abbas I 
of Iran. The Shah interceded in the Deccan politics, and tried to influence 
Jahangir through a personal letter, to preserve the independence and entity of 
Bijapur. In spite of Ibrahim's anti-Mughal policy, the Mughals tried to 
conciliate him. They "attached a great deal of importance to winning over 'Adil 
Shah and detaching him from Malik 'Ambar."^^ 
Jahangir and Khan-i Jahan encouraged Bijapuri nobles and 
conmianders to desert their master and join Mughal service. Honour was 
bestowed and jagirs were granted by Jahangir to the 'Adil Shahi deserters. The 
case of Abu'l Path of Bijapur is one such example. On desertion Jahangir 
presented him a jewelled dagger and a sword, a robe, a horse, and enrolled him 
in the Mughal service and allotted him a jagir in Nagapur. '^' All these grants 
and honours were meant to tempt other Bijapuri commanders to follow Abu'l -
Path; and thus to weaken the military strength of Bijapur. In 1614, Bakhtar 
Khan Kalawant who was closely related to Ibrahim appeared at the Mughal 
Court. Jahangir honoured him and presented to him 10,000 rupees in cash and 
22 J. S. Hoyiand and S.N. Banerji: 7%e Empire of the Great Mogul, 1; "The Dutch 
Chronicle", J. B. O. R. S., 1946,217. 
23 Gulshan-i-Balaghat. op. cit., P.I.H.C, 1965, 166 ff. 
24 r«zwit. 1,180 f, 192,228 f 
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other articles. According to the report of Mir Jamalu'd-din, who was resident 
Mughal ambassador^^ at Bijapur it appears that Ibrahim sent Kalawant to find 
out the Mughal designs on Bijapur. Ibrahim reciprocated this gesture of 
Jahangir by bestowing honour and presents on the Mughal ambassador. After 
Bakhtar Khan (also called Tahayur Khan), was in attendance at Mughal court 
for months, Jahangir gave him leave to depart with a message to Ibrahim. 
Jahangir impressed on him "the profit and loss of friendship and enmity and 
under an agreement (with Tahayyur Khan) that all these words should be 
repeated to ' Adil Khan and he should bring him back to the path of loyalty and 
obedience."^^ 
In January, 1615, when Mir Jamaluddin returned to the Mughal Court, 
he was accompanied by Sayyid Kabir Khan, Ibrahim's envoy to the Mughal 
court. Through him Ibrahim sent various rare presents as offerings to Jahangir. 
Jahangir presented Kabir one Nurjahani Mohar. Jahangir says Kabir was sent 
by Ibrahim to beg pardon for his offences and with a promise for the restoration 
of the fort of Ahmadnagar to the Mughals.^ ^ At Jahangir's request, the 'Adil 
Shahi ambassador fetched for him one Bijapuri wrestler, Sher 'Ali, who was 
25 Mir Jamalu'd-din came to Bijapur as Mughal ambassador in 1610 and was there 
till 1616,7MZI/*.I,298. 
26 Ibid. 271 f, 477,288. 
27 Tuzuk. 1,98,300. 
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28 greatly honoured and a jagir was awarded to him. But according to Sir 
Thomas Roe, Jahangir did not treat the Bijapuri ambassador well. 
While the Mughal army was camping on the outskirts of Bijapur, 
threatening attack any moment on Bijapur, 'Adil Shah tried to sue for peace. 
On lO"* October, 1616, two 'Adil Shahi envoys waited on Jahangir. The 
Emperor refused them audience and directed them to meet Khurram with the 
remark: "If he (Khurram) would have peace or war it is left to him". After 
negotiating with the ambassadors Khurram took them to Jahangir. Since both 
the parties were willing for a peaceful settlement peace was made. After an 
audience with Khurram at Ajmer (in October 1616), the 'Adil Shahi envoys 
were given leave to go back. They were accompanied with Mughal 
ambassadors, Afdal Khan and Ray Rayan (Raja Bikramajit), with definite 
offers of peace on payment of tribute and restoration of the lost territory. ^ ° 
hi 1617, Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II sent envoys to the Court of Khurram 
with special offerings. In September 1617 Ibrahim sent his envoys to 
Burhanpur with valuable offerings for Khurram and Jahangir. They gave 
complete satisfaction to Jahangir about the affairs of Bijapur and assured him 
of 'Adil Shah's loyalty. In October 1617, fVakils of Ibrahim came to Jahangir; 
and had the honour of kissing the ground and presenting a letter for him. 
Jahangir bestowed elephants and dresses of honour on Sayyid Kabir and 
28 Tuzvk. I, 335. 
29 Sir Thomas Roe: The Embassy of Sir Thomas Roe to India, (ed. W. Foster) I, 89. 
30 Tuzuk. 1,336,368. 
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Bakhtar Khan, the IVakils of 'Adil Shah. They were given leave to go in 
1618. '^ 
After Mhk 'Ambar's defeat in 1617 some of the military commanders 
- Adam Khan, Jadhav Rao, Baba Rao Kayath, Uda Ram joined the Mughals; 
but on the persuation of Ibrahim they deserted the Mughals.^ ^ This was an anti-
Mughal act of 'Adil Shah and he failed to keep up his commitments to the 
Mughals. 
In October 1623, both Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II and Malik 'Ambar sought 
Mughal alliance through Mahabat Khan, one against the other. Ibrahim offered 
homage and promised to send a contingent of 5000 cavalry under MuUa 
Muhammad Lari for permanent service under the Mughals as the price of 
Mughal support against Malik 'Ambar."*"* He then sent a Bijapuri contingent of 
5000 cavalry under Mulla Muhammad Lari to join Mughal service. Mahabat 
Khan sent a strong contingent of his own to escort the Bijapuri contingent 
safely to Burhanpur, in order to avoid and interception by Malik ' Ambar.^ "* 
Consequent to Bijapur - Mughal alliance, Malik 'Ambar formed an 
offensive defensive alliance with Golkonda and then laid siege to Bijapur. 
Ibrahim sought Mughal assistance and recalled Mulla and his contingent from 
31 Tuzuk. I, 393, 399, II, 36; Igbal Nama-i Jahangiri. OO), records that 'Adil Shah 
submitted offerings of total value of 15 lakhs of rupees which included 50 
elephants, 50 Arab and Iraqi horses, 150,000 hum in cash and other jewellery 
and ornaments. 
32 Tuzuk, 1,402,406. 
33 Futuhat, 287 ff.; Tuzuk, II, 296 f., 288. 
34 Tuzuk, II, 296; Beni Prasad op. cit., 330. 
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the Mughal service. Mahabat Khan promptly responded by sending a Mughal 
contingent under Lashkari Khan to help Adil Shah, but by that time the Deccan 
policy of the Mughals changed with the death of Jahangir in October, 1627. 
The representatives of the two kingdoms met at the house of Mustafa Khan in 
Bijapur to settle down the matter with Shaikh Moinuddin as mediator, sent by 
the Mughals, but it failed. 
In 1629 Shah Jahan came to Deccan in pursuit of the rebel, Khan-i-
Jahan. Mustafa Khan of Bijapur, considered it a proper opportunity to ally with 
the Mughals. But Randaula Khan, the leader of another party at the Bijapur 
court, was not in favour of Mustafa Khan's proposal. Muhammad 'Adil Shah 
sent a message through Randaula Khan and his father Farhat Khan to the 
Mughal Commander A'zam Khan for his submission and acceptance of 
obedience (ita'at) etc. A'zam Khan gave a conciliatory reply to Randaula 
Khan.While A'zam Khan and Randaula Khan were planning the reduction of 
Ahmadnagar a secret communications was in progress between other 'Adil 
Shahi commanders with their Nizam Shahi counterpart.^ ^ When A'zam Khan 
came to know about this underhand dealings of the Bijapuri nobles Muqarrab 
Khan and Randaula Khan, he complained that their action was against the 
agreement (qarardad) with the Mughals. To this Randaula Khan maintained 
silence and did not respond. Consequent to the Bijapur - Ahmadnagar secret 
alliance, A'zam Khan attacked the Bijapuri forts of Parenda and Nander. Later 
Randaula Khan was forced to sue for peace with the Mughals and he sent a 
35 Idem. 
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message to A'zam Khan to the effect that "if by your instrumentality a pardon 
is obtained for the fauhs of 'Adil Shah I shall guarantee that he will never be 
disobedient again." He further offered to allow the Mughal envoy, Shaikh 
Mu'inuddin, who was detained earlier, to leave Bidar with the presents for 
Shah Jahan. The proposal did not fructify as Randaula Khan himself, on the 
offensive, made attack on the Mughals near Bhalki. A'zam Khan Bijapur -
Mughal relations were thus further strained. 
Randaula Khan's decisive action made Shah Jahan very angry. He 
commissioned Yaminud-daula Asaf Khan to warn Khawas Khan (who was 
ruling at Bijapur, during the minority of Muhammad 'Adil Shah). Asaf Khan 
was directed to demand from Khwas Khan a return to obedience and payment 
of tribute, failing which, he ordered to invade Bijapur.^ ^ 
Asaf Khan started his operations against Bijapur in 1631 and captured 
Bhalki. This alarmed Muhammad 'Adil Shah. He sent Rizq'ul-lah, as an envoy, 
to Asaf Khan with a letter of submission. However, Asaf Khan did not pay any 
attention to Rizqu'1-lah on the grounds that the latter was not an accredited 
messenger of 'Adil Shah^'. On the other hand the camping of the Mughal army 
in the vicinity of Bijapur caused great alarm in the city of Bijapur. Khawas 
Khan deputed, Shaikh Dabir to Asaf Khan with overtures of peace and offers of 
peshkash. A treaty was drawn up and Shaikh 'Abdur-Rahim went with the 
36 Lahori, I, 404 f; Shah Jahan Noma 378, further adds that Shah Jahan demanded 
surrender of the fort of Parenda. 
37 Lahori, 1,404f ; Shah Jahan Nama 378, further adds that Shah Jahan demanded 
surrender of the fort of parenda. 
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negotiators to obtain signature of 'Adil Shah on the draft treaty^* but later 
Khwas Khan refused to accept the treaty. The Shaikh was detained for two 
days, and then Khwas Khan communicated that the treaty, duly signed would 
be sent through some 'Adil Shahi noble. The treaty was not signed and 'Adil 
Shah was neither defeated nor any settlement was made.^' Khan-i Khana 
Mahabat Khan was appointed as the Viceroy of the Deccan in 1632 and he laid 
siege of Daulatabad, same year. During the siege, Murari Pandit of Bijapur sent 
Farhad Khan to Khan-i Khanan, with overtures of peace. But the latter refused 
to listen to them'*" 
With the failure of Shuja and Mahabat Khan and the latter's death, 
Shah Jahan decided to march to the Deccan. This greatly alarmed Khawas 
Khan. The latter in order to placate Shah Jahan, sent an envoy Shaikh Dabir 
with presents including one sapphire valued at 30,000 hurts. Shah Jahan aware 
of the duplicity and high handedness of Khwas Khan, refused to give audience 
to the Bijapuri noble.'*' 
At a council of Bijapuri nobles it was decided to send another envoy to 
Shah Jahan for reconciliation and Shah Dawud was sent to Burhanpur as 'Adil 
Shah's envoy. When Shah Dawud submitted his credentials Shah Jahan did not 
pay any attention. Khawas Khan did not lose heart; he made a third attempt. 
38 Qazwini, 242 b ;Lahori. I. (1) 403. 
39 Ibid.,242;Uhori,I,421. 
40 Ibid., 496f. 
41 Futahal, 332 (b). 
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This time a wise and more learned envoy was appointed to mediate/^In the 
meanwhile Khwas Khan was muderd and Mustafa Khan was appointed as the 
Peshwa of Bijapur, which changed the whole course of Bijapur-Mughal 
relations. Shah Jahan deputed Mukramat Khan to Bijapur, as special envoy in 
1635 with his personal letter and afarman demanding recognition of the over 
lordship of the Mughal Emperor by Muhammad 'Adil Shah. He wisely adopted 
the path of obedience and loyalty to the Mughal Emperor and consorted an 
honourable reception to the Mughal envoy Mukaramat Khan, who was in the 
vicinity of Bijapur."*^  
Soon af^ er Mustafa Khan became minister of Bijapur, he dispatched 
his son-in-law Mir Abu'l-Hasan along with Qadi Abu Sa'id to apologise to 
Shah Jahan and beg his pardon for the past misconduct of both Khwas Khan 
and 'Adil Shah. But the efforts of Mustafa Khan to reconciliate the Emperor 
and obtain a pardon failed, due to the unfavourable report of Mukaramat 
Khan.'^  
Mustafa Khan and Randaula Khan, the two rival and powerful nobles 
of Bijapur, came together in a bid to settle the Bijapur-Mughal differences and 
to make peace. The Bijapuri envoys (Abu'l Hasan and Abu Sa'id), who were at 
that time at the Mughal Court, were directed by 'Adil Shah to submit a petition 
on his behalf to the Emperor for reconciliation. Shah Jahan bitterly complained 
42 Futuhat, 332 (b). 
43 Lahori, I, (2), 144. 
44 Ibid, 1,144; Muntakhab ul- lubab, I, S20, 523. 
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to the envoys about the relentless and flattering attitude of 'Adil Shah.''^ The 
Bijapuri noble, Abu'l-Hasan by his unabated exertions, brought about a 
peaceful settlement. But it was really the letter of Mustafa Khan addressed to 
Abu'l Hasan which was instrumental in pacifying Shah Jahan and making him 
agree to peace treaty. The letter, reached Shah Jahan. He could not read and 
make out its contents; as, it was written in code. He called Abu'l-Hasan, the 
addressee of it, to decipher the code. It contained details of the kindness and 
generosity extended to prince Khurram by Muhammad 'Adil Shah, during the 
former's rebellion and stay in Deccan. Shah Jahan confirmed the authenticity 
of the facts mentioned in the letter and remarked: "Our brother 'Adil Shah 
helped us in our days of trouble. He was kind and generous to us. There was 
one agreement ('ahed) between us by which, he gave us some well-known 
villages etc".''^ Thus recollecting the past relations with 'Adil Shah and his 
kindness towards him, Shah Jahan pardoned him and issued afarmari*^ usually 
considered as a treaty. 
Thus Muhammad 'Adil Shah did not accept the suzerainty of Shah 
Jahan and Bijapur did not become a vassal or tributary state by the Treaty of 
1636.'*' 
45 Shah Jahan Noma. 389; Lahori, I (2), 143. 
46 Fatuhat, 350; Saxena (Op. cit., 166) fails to mention this back-ground of the 
Treaty. 
47 Uhori, I, (2), 167 ft.; Futuhat. 349 f; Qazwini, 381 fT. 
48 Hence the inferences and statements of all modem writers seem to be baseless. 
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For twenty years (1636-56) till the death of Muhammad 'Adil Shah, 
Bijapur Mughal relations were peaceful and cordial; except on one occasions, 
when Shah Jahan was displeased with 'Adil Shah. In 1642-43, when 
Muhammad 'Adil Shah imprisoned Mustafa Khan because he was the partisan 
of the Mughals. In retaliation Shah Jahan detained Mirza Rajab, the 'Adil Shahi 
noble at the Mughal Court, and sent Mirza Muzaffar Husain with orders to 
'Adil Shah to release Mustafa Khan. 'Adil Shah obeyed the orders and re-
instated Mustafa Khan to minister ship.'*' So for the first time we see that an 
Emperor interfered in the internal affairs of Bijapur for a noble, this shows the 
intimacy of an Emperor with a noble or vice versa. 
In 1638 'Adil Shah sent one pair of elephants, decorated with jewels 
and ornaments to Shah Jahan as peshkash;^° in 1639 'Atau'llah was sent by 
'Adil Shah to Shah Jahan with a special elephant named 'Maqbul', as 
peshkask^^ in 1640, Qazi Beg the 'Adil Shahi envoy, presented to Shah Jahan 
pearls and ornamented goods worth 20 lakhs rupees as peshkash;^^ in 1643 
'Adil Shah sent, through Muzaffar Hussain for Shah Jahan peshkash of two 
elephants, three horses, one gold ring, one golden Turrah and Dhug Dhugi, 
while for the Viceroy (Prince Aurangzeb) he sent one golden ring and one 
ashrafi" in 1643 'Adil Shah sent peshkash through Ghazi Beg wakil for Shah 
49 Futuhat, 399; Saxena, 166 f. 
50 Lahori, 11,23. 
51 Ibid., II, 95 f. 
52 Ibid., II. 177. 
53 Shah Jahani Document An, 382/370. 
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Jahan, one pearls' mala and one ring; while for the Prince Aurangzeb, he sent 
one golden chain and one turrah^'^ and in 1650, Muhammad Sufi, the retiring 
Mughal envoy brought forty elephants and other gifts as peshkash worth 100 
lakhs from Bijapur.^' These exchanges of noble makes one thing very clear that 
in all sorts of dealing Adil Shahi nobles have played a very important role in 
establishing good relationship with the Mughal Emperor Shah Jahan. 
But after the death of Muhammad 'Adil Shah on 4"^  November, 1656. 
The cordial and friendly relationship of Bijapuri nobles during the reign of 
Shah Jahan got tensed with the succession of Mohammad Adil Shah's only son 
'Ali 'Adil Shah II, a youth of eighteen years.Taking advantage of the mutual 
jealousy, and rivalries among the Bijapuri nobles and commanders, Aurangzeb 
exploited the situation through intrigues and succeeded in corrupting many of 
the Adil Shahi nobles.'^ Regarding this policy, Aurangzeb expressed himself to 
the Mughal Wazir, Muhammad Sa'id (formerly Mir Jumla) to the following 
effect; "I am trying my utmost to win the Bijapur army over, for then the chiefs 
of that country will join us of their own accord." Further, Aurangzeb 
distributed cash among the deserters. Every Bijapuri captain who brought a 
hundred men to the muster was awarded Rs.2,000. The Governor of 
54 Ibid., Document No. 396-389. 
55 Qazwini: Padshah Nama, 444. 
56 For the number of Bijapuri deserters to the Mughal camp see Dr. Ather Ali; 
Mughal Nobility under Aurangzeb, 27 f. 
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Ahmadnagar was ordered to welcome and conciliate every arrival from 
Bijapur, even when he was not a captain of known position and importance." 
March 1657 Aurangzeb pressed hard the siege of Kalyani for four 
months which eventually fell to the Mughals.^ * Now the road to Bijapur was 
clear and the Mughals could have easily walked up to the city of Bijapur. But, 
suddenly Aurangzeb received orders from Shah Jahan to close the war. 
Negotiations for peace were initiated. The Bijapuri envoy Ibrahim Bichittar 
Khan, agreed to pay a war indemnity^' of one and half crore of rupees and to 
cede Bidar, Kalyani and the fort of Parenda, with its dependent territory, all the 
forts in the Nizam Shahi Konkan, and the district of Wango. 'Ali'Adil Shah II 
was compelled to accept these unreasonable terms of the Mughals and sent 
letters to his officials to deliver the said forts to the Mughals. 
At Aurangzeb's coronation, Bijapur's envoy Syed Muhammad 'Ali 
presented eight and half lakhs of rupees, 21 elephants, rare articles, and jewels 
towards the part fulfilment of the peshkash agreed upon by the treaty of August 
1657. Again in November 1665 the campaign against Bijapur was opened by 
Jai Singh, who, made an alliance with Shivaji and alienated him from the 
Bijapuri camp, and its outcome was the Treaty of Purandar in 1665.^ 
The old policy of seducing the nobles and officers of Bijapur was 
followed vigorously, with lavish disregard of expenditure. MuUa Yahya of 
57 Adab. 91. 145, 146 h;AU.. I, 235 f. 
58 AU.. 1.239 f., 244 f. 
59 Adab. 68. 
60 For the terms of the Treaty of Purander (Jun 1665), see Haft Anjuman 8,52 f. 
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Konkan was instrumental, in corrupting many Bijapuri officers. The most 
eminent of the deserters was, Yahya's elder brother, Mulla Ahmad who held 
the second place at the Bijapuri court. Aurangzeb agreed to make him a 
commander of 6,000 and summoned him to the audience. 'Ali 'Adil Shah II, 
being desirous of peace, sent Mulla Ahmad to Jai Singh to negotiate and settle 
all the outstanding disputes. On September 1665 he, was at once created a 
Mughal mansadar of 6,000 rank, was given two and half lakhs of rupees for his 
expenses and two months later he was sent to Delhi. However, he could not 
digest bribery; he fell ill and died on the way in December 1665. '^ 
The infancy of Sikandar 'Adil Shah and the incapacity of the Regent 
Khawas Khan set the 'Adil Shahi monarchy towards decline. The regent tried 
to propitiate the Mughal Emperor by offering presents worth four lakhs of 
rupees, as a sort of succession fee on 11 January, 1673. This could not satisfy 
Aurangzeb who was having longing eyes on Bijapur. Due to the party factions 
at the Adil Shahi court, he saw an opportunity to achieve his long cherished 
goal. For this purpose, he appointed a more energetic and seasoned general, 
Bahadur Khan Kokaltash as subedar of the Deccan, to follow an offensive and 
forward policy towards Bijapur. 
On the direction of the subedar, the Mughal envoy Malik Barkhurdar 
started seducing the 'Adil Shahi nobles in favour of Mughals. Khawas Khan 
himself fell into the trap, and he thought that to save 'Adil Shahi dynasty the 
only alternate was to make peace with the Mughals. He proposed a matrimonial 
61 Haft Anjuman, 84,91,95; 'Alamgir Noma. 925; Dilkusha, 41 f. 
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alliance between Sikandar 'Adil Shah's sister with one of the sons of 
Aurangzeb and promised military alliance for the campaign against Shivaji. 
This attracted Aurangzeb very much; and to achieve this goal he was prepared 
to settle terms liberally with Khawas Khan. However, the negotiations were 
abortive, due to the overthrow of Khawas Khan. The suppression of the Afghan 
faction at Bijapur was essential to form an alliance with Bijapur against 
Shivaji. Hence Khawas Khan and Bahadur Khan had consultations on 19 
October, 1675 in order to devise means for the pacification or extirpation of the 
Afghans led by Bahlol Khan." But they failed and started hostilities with 
Bijapur in May 1676. After a battle between Sharza Khan of the Dakhni party 
and that of the Regent's army , Sharza Khan took reftige with Bahadur Khan at 
Sholapur and denounced the Afghan rule at Bijapur. At the end of May 1676 
the combined army of the Dakhnis and their allies, the Mughals marched to 
Bijapur. On 13* of June, a fierce battle took place about 30 miles northeast of 
Bijapur, in which the Bijapuris emerged victorious. 
In spite of having failed against Bijapur, Bahadur Khan did not lose 
hopes to make yet another attempt. He allied with the discontented Bijapuri 
nobles and made friendship with Shivaji. At Gulbarga Regent of Bijapur Siddi 
Mas'ud, made peace treaty with the Mughals. It was agreed that Siddi Mas'ud 
was to be the fVazir of Bijapur but he must obey the orders of Aurangzeb; and 
should not make any alliance with Shivaji. But when Mas'ud Khan returned to 
Bijapur, he refiised to comply with the terms of the Treaty. On the contrary 
62 Basatin, 447; AU., IW, 161 f. 
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Mas'ud Khan, ignoring the pact with the Mughals, formed an alliance with 
Shivaji. Although, the Mughal envoy Malik Barkhurdar, who was at Bijapur, 
advised him not to do so; but Masu'd paid no heed towards it." When the feud 
between Mas'ud Khan and Sharza Khan arose, the later appealed to Diler Khan 
and offered to enter Mughal service. Diler Khan took this opportunity of 
getting control over the leaders of Bijapur. In this whole affair the Mughal 
Viceroy Diler Khan emerged as a sole arbitrator of the warring party factions 
of Bijapur. Diler Khan illegally demanded resignation from Mas'ud and 
transfer of power to Hakim Shamsu'd-din then desired Bijapur - Mughal joint 
venture against Shivaji. Mas'ud rejected the proposal as a stratagem of the 
Mughals for putting an end to the 'Adil Shahi dynasty.*^ But due to several 
problems and differences among the Mughals, Diler Khan was brought to a halt 
at the very outset of the campaign. This gave Bijapur time to take defensive 
measures and to form an alliance with Shivaji.*^ 
Diler Khan's dream of capturing Bijapur by fair or unfair means was 
shattered. Though, Bijapur was not in a position to stand the siege as it was 
denuded of all its old commanders. Diler Khan in utter disappointment sought 
for peace; but Mas'ud declined, being aware of the dissentions among the 
Mughals.^Diler was compelled to raise the siege of Bijapur and retreat in 
January, 1680. 
63 Basatn. 467, 469 f. 
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The causes which led to the acceptance of the Mughal suzerainty by 
Sikander 'Adil Shah during the period of Shah Alam's Viceroyalty of Deccan, 
was his hopelessness, weak administration due to party factions at Bijapur, and 
desertion of able nobles to the Mughal camp. 
On B'" May, 1682, Yadgar 'Ali envoy of 'Adil Shah and Shaikh 
Hasan' envoy of Mas'ud Khan waited on Aurangzeb at Aurangabad, with the 
peshkash. Aurangzeb refused to accept the peace offerings. The two envoys 
were presented with robes and awarded cash and then dismissed by 
Aurangzeb.^' 
September 1686 the siege of Bijapur had dragged on for eighteen 
months with no decisive result. 'Adil Shah and his nobles considering the 
hopeless condition of the monarchy and the government's grim and dark future 
of Bijapur, decided on capitulation as the only means of preventing useless 
bloodshed. On the night of 9"^  September, the secretaries of the two Bijapuri 
leaders - ' Abdur-Rauf and Sharza Khan waited on Mughal Commander Firoz 
Jung and discussed the terms of surrender. Next night the leaders held 
negotiations on behalf of 'Adil Shah; and on the following day they were 
introduced to Aurangzeb. On Sunday 12"' September 1686, the Bijapuris 
surrendered.^ * Thus ended the 'Adil Shahi dynasty. Sikandar 'Adil Shah was 
taken as captive by the Aurangzeb, Sikandar died on 3'** April 1700 under 
Mughal custody, near Satara. 
67 Ma'athir-i Alamgiri, 134. 
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The Marathas: 
At the time of the establishment of the 'Adil Shahi Kingdom in 1489 
there did not exist any Maratha State. Most of the Maratha chieftains holding 
hilly forts were already absorbed in that territory of the Bahmani Kingdom 
which later on constituted the Bijapur Kingdom. Those who were outside the 
jurisdiction of the original Bijapur province were gradually brought under the 
suzerainty of Yusuf 'Adil Khan and his successors. The Bijapur Kingdom 
extended over almost the entire Maratha country. 
Yusuf 'Adil Shah within two years after the founding of his Sultanate, 
adopted the policy of reconciliation with the Maratha chieftains in his kingdom 
by granting them jagir and mansab. Following into the foot-steps of the 
foimder of the dynasty, his successors showed a greater preference for the 
Marathas both as men of business and as soldiers. Ibrahim 'Adil Shah 
improved the system of keeping accoimts in Marathi and introduced the system 
of writing important documents both in Persian and Marathi*' Many Maratha 
chiefs rose to a high position not only in the army but enjoyed position of 
eminence in the 'Adil Shahi court.^ " The Marathas had equal opportunities with 
the Muslim nobility to distinguish themselves as military leaders.^' The 'Adil 
Shahi Sultans always patronized Maratha chieftains and vassals. They 
69 G. Duff: History oftYx Marathas, I, 61; Dr. Tarachand : Influence of Islam on 
Indian Culture, 250.f 
70 Duff, op. cit., 1,68; Gribbie : A History of the Deccan, 1, 206; Duff, 1, 68 gives a 
detailed list of leading Maratha chieftains and families who served the Bijapur 
army and rose to prominence. 
71 Dr. P. M. Joshi : "Position of Hindus in the 'Adil Shahi Kingdom of Bijapur", 
D.H.C.. 1945,310. 
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reciprocated the gesture by faithfully serving their ruler. The sincere Maratha 
chiefs fought against their own kinsmen, just because of their loyalty to the 
'Adil Shahis. It has been rightly observed that "the Marathas were to the 'Adil 
Shahi Sultanate what the Rajputs were to the Mughal Empire. Their loyal 
support was essential for the existence of the Kingdom".'^ 
The first contact of the Adil Shahi nobles with the Marathas was with 
Shahji, serving at the Nizam Shahi court, declined the offer of the Mughal 
commander Iradat Khan, to join Mughal service, intrigued with the Bijapuri 
Wazir Khawas Khan. Who sent a large army from Bijapur under Murari Pandit 
to assist Shahji, in restoring Nizam Shahi Sultanate. Shahji crovs^ed Murtada 
Nizam, as the new Sultan of Ahmadnagar in September 1632 and began to rule 
himself in the name of the infant Sultan. Murari left a contingent of 
approximately six thousand Bijapuri troops under 'Ambar Khan for the 
assistance of Shahji, and himself returned to Bijapur.^ ^ 
With the extinction of Ahmadnagar Kingdom in 1636. Shahji joined 
the 'Adil Shahi service. Muhammad 'Adil Shah appointed him as second-in-
command to Randaula Khan for the expedition in Kamatak. He was given the 
command of twelve thousand horses and to meet its expenses of four lakhs 
rupees, Poona was granted to him'* as jagir.'^ Visualizing the imminent 
extinction of the Ahmadnagar kingdom, Shahji made a truce with Shah Jahan 
72 Dr. P. M. Joshi: 77w Kingdom of Bijapur. 204 (Thesis, unpublished). 
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and Muhammad 'Adil Shah, while transferring the territory of Nizam Shahthat 
his jagir will not be included into it.'^ 
The history of the Marathas is in fact the history of the relationship of 
Shivaji with the 'Adil Shahi nobles. In other words, the history of the rise of 
Maratha power is the history of the decline and fall of 'Adil Shahi power. It 
was mainly from the 'Adil Shahi territory that Shivaji carved out the Maratha 
Kingdom. 
When Shahji left for the Kamatak expedition in 1637, Shivaji 
succeeded to his father's jagir as "Zamindar".'^ But due to the infancy of 
Shivaji, Dadoji Kondadev was appointed as "Manager" of the Jagir.'* When 
Shivaji was twelve years old he was sent to Poona in 1642 along with Dadoji.^' 
Shivaji was nominally*" "an independent jagirdar under Bijapur with separate 
ministers, seal, banner etc.," as the administration of the jagir was in the hands 
of Dadoji until his death. 
Even though Shivaji was the jagirdar of the parganas of Poona, Supa 
and Indapur, yet the forts of Kondana and Purandar in the Poona district were 
under the officers appointed by the government of Bijapur. The important forts 
in Shivaji's jagir were under the direct control of Bijapur court and Shivaji had 
no jurisdiction in their administration. For instance the two major forts namely, 
76 Shiva Bharat. Canto 9; 20. 
77 Basatin, 369. 
78 9\-Qalmi, S.M.H. A4. 
79 Rajwade; Marathyanchy Itihasachi, Sadhane (M.I.S.) XVIII, 44 {Siva 
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Kondana (Sinhgarh) and Purandar, were in Shivaji's jagir but not under his 
control. He had to capture them when he became the sole administrator of his 
jagir after the death of his tutor Dadoji in 1647. 
"As early as 1645 Shivaji had cherished the desire of founding an 
independent state."*' But Bijapur was the greatest obstacle in realizing his 
ambition. There were several Bijapuri officials in and about Poona to represent 
the 'Adil Shahi court. Dadoji himself was the subedar of Kondana and several 
other mahals. 'Abdu'l-lah was the Qazi. Gomaji and afterwards Siddi 'Ambar 
were hawaldar of Poona upto 1647. Naro Pant was majumdar and Vithoji 
Shitole was the deshmukh. In the presence of these officials, Shivaji was not 
able to act as he wished in his own Jagir; as these officials constantly watched 
the interest of the 'Adil Shahi government in the territories of the jagirdars or 
feudatories. 
Shivaji resolved to establish Swaraj "outside the limits of the original 
jagir but based upon it."'^ Quick to discern opportimity during the period of the 
decline of political power of Bijapur from 1646 to the death of Muhammad 
'Adil Shah in 1656, Shivaji slowly "broadened his father's jagir at Poona into a 
chiefdom of which he was practically the independent ruler, though yielding a 
nominal submission to the Bijapur Monarch."*^ 
81 Dr. A.R. Kuikami: Maharashtra in the Age of Shivaji, 20. 
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He began to execute his dream by capturing the twelve Mahals and the 
fort of Sinhgarh in 1644. The blame was thrown on Dadoji Kondadev, who was 
not only Shahji's agent in the jagir, but also a 'Adil Shahi subedar of Poona. 
The Sultan commissioned Khandoji and Baji Ghorpare to proceed with their 
forces to Poona. The farman of Muhammad ' Adil Shah addressed to Kanhoji 
Jedhe throws light on Bijapur's policy of using Maratha chieftains to suppress 
another Maratha chief This policy was guided by the motive of discouraging 
other Maratha chiefs from joining Shivaji and thus minimizing the problem by 
adopting the policy of divide and rule. 
After capturing Kondana by assault, Shivaji took Purandar, Toma etc. 
he raided Kalyan and Bhiwandi in the Konkan and took the fort of Mahuli he 
buih Rajgarh.^ In spite of these anti-Bijapur activities Shivaji still outwardly 
professed loyalty to 'Adil Shah. In a letter to Dadoji Naras Prabhu, Shivaji 
wrote, on 16 May 1645 that "the ('Adil) Shah is entirely misinformed. Neither 
you nor, I have turned disloyal."*' Shahji tried to patch up the activities of his 
son, and at the same time he wrote expostulatory letters to Shivaji and Dadoji 
to behave properly. But Shivaji paid no heed to the advice of Shahji and 
Dadoji.**^  
The activities of Shivaji soon drew the wrath of Muhammad 'Adil 
Shah and he again wrote to Shahji to check Shivaji. But Shahji's advice had no 
effect on the son. Shahji was arrested on 25* July 1648, by the orders of the 
84 Sabhasad {Siva Chhatrapati, S). 
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Sultan and was brought to Bijapur. This policy was successful, as it suddenly 
checked the activities of Shivaji. The Sultan also issued orders for capturing 
Shahji's jagir of Bangalore and Poona. This could not be done without a war 
with his sons. Path Khan with several distinguished nobles marched into 
Poona. After an encounter with Path Khan, Shivaji's soldiers fled away in all 
directions. The Bijapuris then laid siege to Purandar fort, but were defeated.*' 
Shivaji wrote to Prince Murad Bakhsh, Viceroy of the Deccan, 
entreating him to secure the Emperor's pardon for Shahji and offered to join 
Mughal service. Whether, Shah Jahan really consented to put pressure on 'Adil 
Shah to release Shahji is doubtful and no historian mentions it. It seems that the 
release of Shahji on 16 May 1649 was due to the friendly mediation of Sharza 
Khan and Ranadula Khan, the two leading nobles of Bijapur.** 
Shahji was granted the jagir of Bangalore and his previous dignity was 
restored. He was now styled as "Maharaj" and "farzand" of 'Adil Shah, in a 
Bijapuri Sanad of 5 September 1649." 
Por the next six years (1650-55) after Shahji's release, Shivaji strictly 
abstained from any act of hostility against Bijapur and during this interval 
Shivaji conquered Javli and Shringarpur and other neighbouring forts in 
87 Shiva Bharat, Canto 11 (S.M.H.. 12 f.). 
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1656.^ The conquest of Javli had great a strategic importance. The occupation 
of Javli brought Shivaji to the notice of the two great powers then ruHng in the 
Deccan, 'Adil Shah and the Mughals. 
Shivaji wisely thought that at any time Bijapur would demand 
restitution of the territory conquered by him may even put pressure on Shahji 
for the surrender of the jagir at Poona. To disown the right of 'Adil Shah from 
any such claim on the territory occupied by him, Shivaji approached the 
Mughal Emperor for the confirmation of his rights over the conquered 
territory.'' Aurangzeb readily assented to these requests and he replied to 
Shivaji on 22"** April 1657.The Deccan policy of the Mughals played a major 
role in shaping the relations of the Marathas with Bijapur. Both were equally 
desirous of playing the other off against their common enemy, Bijapur. 
Inefficiency, amnesty, slackness and a policy of negligence both on 
the part of Bijapur court and Bijapuri nobles was one of the main causes of the 
loss of Bijapur territory. 
The bulk of the population of the Bijapur kingdom which constituted 
the Marathas co-operated and helped Shivaji to achieve his goal. Shvaji's 
movement released the forces of Maratha nationals, the inherent weakness of a 
multi-national or racial State. This gradually resulted in the decline of the 
90 Sabhasad (Shiva Chhatrapati, 507). 
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Bijapur Kingdom, which was not sufficiently strong with cohesive forces and 
the Maratha expansion resuUed in gradual shrinkage of the Bijapur kingdom. 
During the monsoon season of 1659, preparations were made at 
Bijapur with feverish activity, and Afdal Khan was dispatched with a 
formidable army. Through a farmar^^ in which this campaign was termed 
^'maslehat-i Shivaji Bhosale ". Ali Adil Shah II commissioned all the Maratha 
chiefs, such as Ghorpare, Pandhare, Khopade, Mambaji Bhosale and others 
with their contingents, to join the army of Afdal Khan.He addressed letters to 
various Maratha chieftains - Kanhoji Jedhe and his son Vithoji Haibat Rao 
etc.'^ 
Though all the companions of Shivaji advised him to make a peaceful 
settlement, yet Shivaji prepared to give battle to the Khan. Afdal Khan 
prudently tried to settle the matter through peaceful negotiations! He sent his 
envoy Krishna Rao to Shivaji to Pratapgarh'^ with the message that Shivaji 
should submit to the royal orders of 'Adil Shah and should stop at once his 
anti-Bijapur activity.'^ The proposal of the Khan was turned down by Shivaji, 
and a fierce battle between the two armies ensued in which Afdal Khan and his 
army recaptured many forts which were under the possession of Shivaji. 
Shivaji then shut himself in the fort and tried to sue for peace by sending his 
92 Farman - D. V. Potdar: "Afzal Khan's Invasion Affects Vishalgad", I.H.R.C., 
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envoy to Afdal Khan,and the Khan consented to accept Shivaji's proposal for a 
meeting, to settle the terms of the truce. The meeting between Shivaji and 
Afdal Khan came up on lO"' November, 1659. Soon after the meeting Afdal 
Khan was put to death after a brief struggle with Shivaji.'^ Shivaji now 
emerged as an indomitable hero like a "bom strategist". Soon the entire army 
of Bijapur took to heels. 
This overwhelming success of Shivaji may be partly attributed to the 
disloyalty and inefficiency of Bijapuri commanders. According to Tarikh 'Adil 
Shahi while Shivaji was recapturing the fort of Panhala, the Bijapuri general 
Rustum-i Zaman, was enjoying himself at his jagir near Panhala. Though he 
had 3,000 forces at his command, he did nothing to oppose Shivaji and his 
men, because, he was in secret alliance with Shivaji, under some beneficial 
97 
terms. 
The 'Adil Shah accepted the petition of Siddi Jauhar, governor of 
Kamul and appointed him in 1660 to oppose Shivaji with the title of Salabat 
Oft 
Khan. Jauhar was assisted by many Maratha captains, like the chiefs of Pali, 
Shringarpur etc., and Vyankoji, Shivaji's half-brother.In May 1660, Panhala 
96 Shiva-Bharat, {S.M.H.. 73 f.); Jedhe {SMH., 31). Sabhasad (Mankar's trs.) 16 f. 
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was invested by the Bijapuris. He decided to try the second course by sending a 
Brahman envoy named Gangadhar. He opened negotiations with Salabat Khan 
for settling the terms of the truce and peace. Another cause of Shivaji agreeing 
to truce was the march of Shaista Khan, Mughal Subedar of the Deccan, to 
attack Maratha territory. 
Since Salabat Khan was having feelings of disloyalty he was happy to 
meet Shivaji. Next day the two had a meeting in which they agreed for an 
alliance of mutual friendship and help to each other. Both of them wanted to 
defy 'Adil Shah's authority. The Bijapuris were attacked and routed by 
Shivaji's troops who again emerged victorious.'' 
When the news-reporter informed the whole affair to 'Ali 'Adil Shah 
II the latter himself took up the field and marched to Murtadabad (Miraj). The 
Sultan deputed Shah Abul Hasan to Salabat Khan to bring him to loyal path by 
noble advice. Abul Hasan tried in vain to correct him. 'Adil Shah recaptured 
Panhala without any fighting. Bijapur - Maratha hostilities ceased for some 
time.'°° 
'Ali 'Adil Shah II was engaged in crushing the revolt of Salabat Khan 
in Kamul. In the meantime, he directed Surya Rao, the chief of Shringarpur, to 
deal with Shivaji; but he failed after besieging Shivaji's army at 
Sangameshwar."" The Sultan had no other alternative but to conciliate Shivaji. 
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Thus 'Adil Shah II came to terms with Shivaji by granting his demands. In 
spite of his anti-Bijapur activities from 1642 to 1661, he was still considered 
'Adil Shahi jagirdar; and further addition to his jagir was made, by the grant of 
Tal-Konkan. 
Without a formal declaration from 1662 onwards Shivaji became an 
independent de-facto king. The relations of'Adil Shah and Shivaji were now as 
that between two independent sovereigns; and Shivaji was no longer a jagirdar 
ofBijapur. 
In May 1663 Shivaji easily captured the ports of Rajapur, Kharepatan 
and Karwar. The war extended to the Kanara country and Shivaji reached 
Kudal at the end of August 1664,'°^ In spite of this, 'Adil Shah maintained 
peaceful relations with Shivaji as the power of Bijapur was on the decline and 
he himself was busy in crushing the rebellion of the refractory Bahlol Khan at 
Bankapur and after a few months, he deputed Mahmud Khan and Fadl Khan to 
recover Kudal and the port towns from Shivaji. At the same time he sent 
reinforcement under Khawas Khan. Further he directed Baji Ghorpare of 
Mudhol and Ekoji to proceed to Kudal.'°^ 
During Shivaji's visit to Agra from March to November 1666 there 
was peace in the Deccan. Immediately after his return from Agra, Shivaji had 
to chase two Bijapuri officers Pir Mian and Taj Khan, who were from the 
Konkan territory of Deorukh and were occationally making incursions into 
102 Shivaji. 224 ff. 
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Maratha territory. Later, in may 1667, Bahlol Khan and Ekoji besieged the 
fort of Rangna. Shivaji attacked them and raised the siege.'"* 'Adil Shah's 
attempt to regain his hold in south Konkan was defied. He eventually saw the 
fiitility of fighting with Shivaji and concluded peace.'°^ 
On 6"' March 1673 two of Shivaji's captains Kondaji and Annaji Datto 
marched against Panhala. Under the cover of the night the Marathas secretly 
scaled the walls and took possession of it easily. On hearing about this success 
of Shivaji, Khawas Khan, the Bijapuri Minister in power, dispatched Bahlol 
Khan with armies and provision for wresting back Panhala. He sent Pratap Rao 
Gujar and Anand Rao Makaji to oppose him. Bahlol Khan came to a secret 
understanding with Pratap Rao on the former's pretext that he was making only 
a show of hostility in order to satisfy his Government. While the hostilities 
were in progress, Shivaji, in order to weaken the strength of Bijapur, induced 
successfully several vassals of Bijapur to rebel. 
Intent on seizing the Bijapuri Kamatak, Shivaji, joined by a strong 
contingent from Golkonda, marched towards the destination in April 1677. On 
reaching Gingi in May 1677 he besieged it. Rauf Khan and Nasir Muhammad 
Khan, the Bijapuri officers were in the fort of Gingi. The fort was captured on 
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13* May, 1677," '^ more by gold than by arms.'"* According to a French source 
the fort was voluntarily given over by Nasir Muhammad; as he had entered into 
a secret treaty with Golkonda for its cession. 
Sher Khan Lodi, the Pathan governor of the southern part of Bijapuri 
Kamatak. He boldly advanced to meet the Maratha army at Tiruvedi (near 
Cuddalore) and advanced to attack. It seems that Shivaji hesitated to attack 
Sher Khan and that it was only when he was assured of the French neutrality 
then he attacked Sher Khan."" Sher Khan with his son Ibrahim fled away. On 
the 9"* July, Valdaur, Tevenapatam (Cuddalore) and several other forts of Sher 
Khan fell to the Marathas.''' 
Sher Khan was forced to sue for terms on the IS*** July ceding to 
Shivaji all the Bijapuri territories of his province and agreeing to pay twenty 
thousand pagodas in cash, for which he left his eldest son as hostage. Sher 
Khan was unable to pay indemnity the local chiefs of that province voluntarily 
raised 20,000 pagodas from among themselves and secured the release of his 
son Ibrahim Khan. No reinforcement for the help of Sher Khan came from 
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Bijapur, as the Court was in the midst of civil war between the factions of the 
nobles."^ 
Shivaji extended several times his invitation to Ekoji to come and see 
him in order to make friendly settlement of the patrimony. Ekoji met Shivaji 
during the third week of July 1977. He did not agree to divide the patrimony. 
Shivaji did not lose heart. After Ekoji's departure, he again sent three envoys 
with a fresh message - "Let us divide the property and live in peace -". Ekoji 
in a letter to Shivaji wrote "-there is no ancestral property as such beyond what 
was acquired by service. I am even now the Bijapur Shah's loyal servant and as 
such would be guided by his orders.""^ And when Ekoji sought guidance from 
Sikandar 'Adil Shah, the latter with an account of justice, advised to "give 
Shivaji his share, considering Shivaji as a senior owner of your patrimony."'* 
Ekoji, on the offensive, initiated hostilities and a great battle was fought on 26 
November, 1977 between the two brothers. They soon concluded peace and 
Shivaji, graciously, like an elder brother, delivered back to Ekoji good part of 
the conquered territory."^ 
With the death of Bahlol Khan on 23"* December, 1677, Jamshid Khan 
found himself capable of holding the reins. He agreed to deliver the fort of 
Bijapur and the person of Sikandar 'Adil Shah to Shivaji for a price of 6,00,000 
pagodas Siddi Mas'ud came to the rescue of the 'Adil Shahi dynasty and 
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himself became Minister of Bijapur was unable to meet the Mughals single 
handed, so Mas'ud in sore need, implored Shivaji for help in a pathetic letter, 
which reads: "We are neighbours. We eat same salt. Sympathy and agony for 
the welfare of the ' Adil Shahi Government is same in your and my heart. The 
enemy (the Mughals) are trying to ruin it. Now we should join together by 
keeping aside our enemity, to expel the foreigner between us"."^ 
Shivaji was very much moved by this pathetic appeal and felt happy 
also. He dispatched an army of seven thousand to Bijapur and wrote to Mas'ud 
assuring him full cooperation to encounter the Mughals."' At the same time, it 
seems that Shivaji entered into a secret alliance with Dharmaji, Janoanand and 
other Bijapuris for the murder of Mas'ud Khan. The plot was exposed and the 
Bijapuri conspirators were crushed."* 
The Marathas advanced towards the city of Bijapur and reaching the 
gates demanded shelter within the fort. When exposed, the Marathas threw the 
mask and began plundering and devastating the City. At this juncture, Mas'ud 
changed side and by making peace with the Mughals he invited them against 
the Marathas. The Marathas withdrew."' 
Following the agreement between Mas'ud and Diler Khan, hostilities 
began between Bijapur and the Marathas. Diler Khan under orders from 
Aurangzeb advanced on Bijapur and laid siege to it in October 1679. Mas'ud 
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having no recourse sought help from Shivaji against the impending Mughal 
invasion. After prolonged discussions a treaty was settled in November, 1679 
by which Shivaji and Mas'ud formed an alliance against the Mughals. This 
defeated Diler Khan's attempt on Bijapur. It was a priceless service of Shivaji 
to Bijapur. Following this success, he went to Bijapur and had an interview and 
secret consultations with Mas'ud. Shivaji wanted to meet 'Adil Shah. Mas'ud 
permitted him but advised him to come with an escort of 500 men only. But, on 
the persuasion of Trimbak, Shivaji cancelled the idea.'^° 
From the above discussion, it is evident that both 'Adil Shahis and 
Shivaji were attempting (at one time or the other) to exterminate the other. 
Neither of them was consistent in their relations. Both were opportunists and 
changed the policy suddenly, to suit the exigencies of time and their motives. 
Finally one fact emerged which was recognized by both of them that they were 
bound to be neighbours, for good or evil. They never adhered strictly to their 
commitment or treaties.'^' 
Vijayanagar: 
The 'Adil Shahis tried, on several occasions, to maintain good 
neighbourly relations with Vijayanagar in order to maintain the balance of 
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power in the Deccan. The causes of the recurring hostilities between the two 
States were pohtical, economic and geographical. 
The Adil Shahi nobility first came in contact during the reign of 
Krishna Devaraya, who was in fact waiting for a favourable opportunity to 
dislodge the ruler of Bijapur from the Krishan Tungabhadra Doab, readily 
responded to the invitation of the people of Belgaum, who rose up in rebellion 
against Bijapur and requested the Raya to come and occupy the city. The Raya 
led his armies against Bijapur in August 1510 and laid siege to Raichur. Kamal 
Khan, the Regent at Bijapur does not seem to have concerted measures to meet 
the challenge of Vijayanagr; as he was too busy with internal problems and was 
defeated by the Raya. His treacherous design on the throne hastened his fall 
and by May-June 1511 the Raya captured Raichur and moved further north 
towards Gulbarga.'^ ^ 
On becoming cognizant of the Raya's death and treachery of Ramaraj, 
Ibrahim 'Adil Shah sent Asad Khan with a formidable army, against the fort of 
Adoni. Asad Khan besieged the fort; whereupon Ramaraj dispatched his 
younger brother Venkatadri with a heavy detachment against the besiegers. In 
the battle that ensued, Bijapuris were victorious and Venkatadri sued for 
peace.'^ '* 
122 Dr. P.M. Joshi: "The Raichur Doab in the Deccan History", J.I.H.. XXX, 1956, 
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'AH 'Adil Shah I resolved to curb the insolence and power of Ramaraj 
by a league of the Deccan sultans. For this purpose 'Adil Shah convened the 
Majlis-i Kingash or Advisory Council for discussion. Two of the prominent 
members of the council, Kishwar Khan Lari and Shah Abu Turab Shirazi, 
while up-holding 'Adil Shah's desire to curb the pride of Ramaraj, advised that 
it could not be affected unless all the Deccan sultans joined together. 'Adil 
Shah commanded Kishwar Khan to take measures to effect the object of a 
general league.'^ ^Thus, the prominent Nobles of the Adil Shahi kingdom have 
played a vital role in forming a league of Deccan states against Vijayanagar. 
In 1574 'Adil Shah dispatched Mustafa Khan with a large army to 
reduce the forts of Jerreh and Chandragutti.'^ * Jerreh's Raya resisted for 
fourteen months, at the end of which, the fort was carried by storm in 1575. 
'Adil Shah then came to Chandragutti from Bankapur and stayed there for three 
months, after which he went back in triumph to Bijapur.'^'ln 1575 'AH 'Adil 
Shah, after his short campaign in the Kanara country, joined the troops of 
Mustafa Khan and advanced towards Penukonda to capture it, but failed.'^ * 
Again, in 1592, 'Adil Shah laid siege to Penukonda, Venkata first tried to 
oppose the Bijapuris, but on the approach of 'Adil Shah he handed over the 
command to one of his general and retired with his treasures, to Chandragiri. 
At the end of three months, when the garrison was about to surrender, Venkata 
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bribed Handiatum Nayak the chief of the bergies in the 'Adil Shahi army with 
twenty four lakhs of pagodas and five elephants, to desert Bijapuris with his 
followers. The bergies deserted and 'Adil Shah was compelled to retreat to 
Bijapur, leaving Mustafa Khan to protect the frontiers.'^ ^ 
Taking advantage of the civil war among the rulers of the Aravidu 
dynasty, 'Adil Shah in 1619 despatched an expedition to Kamul, under Abdu'l-
Wahhab Khan. Gopalaraja, the chief of that place under the Aravidu ruler 
offered stout resistance. It seems that Muhammad Quli Qutb Shah, being on 
friendly terms with that chief, rendered some assistance, which compelled 
'Adil Shah to make truce in December 1621. However, 'Adil Shah did not give 
up his designs upon Kamul. Again in 1624 he sent Wahhab Khan who laid 
siege to it. After prolonged fighting Gopalaraja was defeated and the fort of 
Kamul, with its dependent territory was occupied permanently by the Bijapuris. 
Sri Ranga who after his fall in 1576 took refiige in Kamul and was adopted by 
Gopalaraja now became, a subject of'Adil Shah.'^ ° 
In 1636 'Adil Shah with envious eyes on Penukonda, detached an 
army under Randaula Khan against Venkata III. He allied with Sri Ranga and 
began to prosecute war against the petty chiefs of the Kamatak. The Bijapuris 
also invested Bangalore in 1639 and Venkata had to buy peace at the cost of a 
large indemnity.'^' Then again in May 1641, Sri Ranga, in collaboration with 
Randaula Khan, captured two forts belonging to Venkata. Randaula Khan 
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collected the moveable booty from the forts and handed over some of the forts 
toSriRanga.'" 
In 1644, Sir Ranga tried to exploited the rift between Bijapur and 
Golkonda over the conquest of Kamatak and in the same year, Sri Ranga being 
exasperated with his insurgent Nayaks sought help from Rustum-i Zaman of 
Bijapur to check them. The two agreed that their forces would jointly undertake 
the campaign and whenever a fort was captured, its moveable property would 
be the share of the Bijapuris while the immoveable that of Sri Ranga. While the 
campaign of Rustum-i Zaman was in progress, 'Adil Shah, in June 1646, 
detached Mustafa Khan to subdue the Kanara country of Sri Ranga.'^ ^ He met 
Asad Khan and Shahji on 30* October, 1646 who had gone ahead, by order of 
'Adil Shah, for the defence of the Kamatak frontiers. At Sakrapatan,'^'' 
Bijapuris were joined by the contingents of, some of the petty chiefs.'^ ^ 
In successive marches, Mustafa Khan reached Shivagana. Venkayya 
Somaji, envoy of Sri Ranga waited on Mustafa Khan with peace offerings and 
induced him to stop the invasion. Mustafa Khan refused to be dissuaded from 
his purpose by the deceitful words of the envoy and hastened towards the 
Kanvi pass near Vellore. He took leave of Mustafa Khan and was accompanied 
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by Mulla Ahmad, on behalf of 'Adil Shah to settle the terms with the Rayal and 
induce him to visit Mustafa Khan near Nilipatan in the uplands of Mysore.'^ * 
In 1652, when war broke out between Bijapur and Golkonda over the 
division of the Kamatak, Sri Ranga recovered some of his lost possessions 
from Bijapur and returned to Vellore in 1654 and raised a large army to drive 
the Bijapuris out. Khan Muhammad then proceeded to Vellore to put down Sri 
Ranga and re-establish the authority of Bijapur. On the approach of Khan 
Muhammad Sri Ranga sought safety in flight. Vellore was compelled to 
submit. Khan Muhammad was obliged to cede the fort of Chandragiri with its 
dependencies to Sri Ranga.'^ ^ 
In spite of hostile attitude of 'Adil Shah towards Sri Ranga, some of 
the Bijapuri officers especially Shahji rendered valuable assistance to Sri 
Ranga in the latter's efforts to recover the lost possessions.'^* With the death of 
Sri Ranga, in 1672, the Bijapur - Vijayanagar relations closed. 
Golkonda: 
Bijapur - Golkonda (Tilang'^') relations begin from 1512 when Qutbu'l-
Mulk seems to have shown signs of independence.''*" In 1533, at the 
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instigation'"' of Burhan Nizam Shah, 'Adil Shah attacked and laid siege to 
Kalyani, which was a fort of Golkonda. Both the forces met at Kovilkonda for 
the final assault, in the meanwhile Isma'il died in September, 1534. Asad 
Khan, as a protector of Bijapur, raised the siege of Kovilkonda and moved to 
Gulbarga. Qutbu'1-Mulk, by sending an envoy to Burhan Nizam Shah, 
succeeded in seeking former's mediation for concluding peace with Bijapur.''*^ 
During the Bijapur-Ahmadnagar conflict in 1543 when hostilities were 
renewed between Bidar and Golkonda, 'Adil Shah at the request of 'Ali Barid, 
rushed a contingent under Ikhlas Khan Habashi. Prolonged hostilities confused 
'Adil Shah, and seek advice from Asad Khan Lari who exhorted him the 
futility of fighting a powerful coalition which was hemming in the Bijapuri 
territories from all sides. On Asad Khan's suggestion the coalition of two 
potent members was manoeuvred by allowing some concessions. The strategy 
worked out quite successfully and the coalition broke. But the intrepid and 
daring Jamshid, aware of the ruse, Ibrahim 'Adil Shah made, decided to face 
the challenge single- handedly. Asad Khan was made the sole commander of 
his army and ordered him to march into Golkonda territory. Jamshid was now 
compelled to raise the siege of Udgir and retreat. Asad Khan chased the 
fugitive, and in an encounter Jamshid was disfigured forever. On his return to 
Golkonda, Jamshid sent ambassadors to Bijapur and concluded peace.'"'This 
141 For controversy over the 'instigation' please see discussions of Prof Sherwani, 
J.I.H.. 1956, 18, fn. 97. 
142 Q.S.D..30 f.; J.l.H.,op. cit., 45,195. 
143 Futuhat. 69 f.; Briggs, II, 57; Q.S.D., 93. 
149 
established the friendly relations between Bijapur and Golkonda. But, in spite 
of all friendship and cordiality Jamshid adopted anti-Bijapur policy in 1548 by 
promising help to 'Abdu'1-lah, in gaining the throne of Bijapur.''"' 
In 1564, 'Adil Shah, wanted to take revenge from Ramaraj, sought an 
alliance with Qutb Shah by sending Kishwar Khan. Qutb Shah eagerly acceded 
to the proposed alliance and offered to mediate a union between 'Adil Shah and 
Nizam Shah and even promised to obtain for the former the fort of Sholapur, 
which was the bone of contention between Ahmadnagar and Bijapur. Qutb 
Shah deputed Mustafa Khan to 'Adil Shah to negotiate the proposed league. 
The outcome of Mustafa Khan's diplomatic mission was the confederacy of the 
Deccan Sultans''** against Vijayanagar and the battle of Banihatti in 1565. 
In 1580, the death of 'Ali 'Adil Shah and Qutb Shah in the same year 
changed the nature of inter-state war-relations in the Deccan.'^ ^ The new Sultan 
of Golkonda, Muhammad Quli Qutb Shah, came to know about the internal 
troubles and commotion brewing at Bijapur, they decided to besiege Bijapur 
itself. It was defended boldly by a small contingent. It was an ill omen for 'Adil 
Shah when two of his commanders crossed over to the Golkonda side, with 
their contingent of eight thousand horse. The Bijapuris adopted guerilla tactics, 
and at one stage the besiegers were forced to face near famine situation. A 
Council of War of Golkonda and Ahmadnagar commanders decided to raise 
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the siege of Bijapur and retreat. Peace was concluded, putting to an end the 
age-long conflict between the two states.'"' 
This episode may be regarded as the last phase of the inter-state 
conflicts among the Deccan Sultanates. Its outcome was the establishment of 
political equilibrium in the Deccan and peaceful relations between Bijapur and 
Golkonda for the next twenty-eight years. 
hi 1586,Dilawar Khan, the regent at Bijapur, during the infancy of 
Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II, prudently thought that nothing would so effectually 
preserve the dominions of his master than an alliance with Golkonda. He sent 
Khwaja 'Ali as an envoy to Golkonda, seeking the matrimonial alliance of 
Malika-i Jahan, sister of Qutb Shah with 'Adil Shah. Qutb Shah readily agreed. 
The bridegroom and the bride came to the fort of Naldurg for the nuptial 
ceremonies. After the celebration of marriage, a treaty of perpetual amity and 
friendship was settled, as a result of which the relations between the two States 
were peaceful for about forty years.'"** 
Early in 1626 when 'Abdu'1-lah Qutb Shah became Sultan of 
Golkonda, Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II was among the first potentates who had sent 
one of his special noble. Shah Abu'I-Hasan to condole the death of the late 
Suitan and to con^atulate the new Sultan.''" 
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Both Muhammad 'Adil Shah and 'Abdu'1-lah Qutb Shah were anxious 
to occupy Ginji. 'Adil Shah, on his part, commissioned in January 1648 
Mustafa Khan for the invasion of Ginji. For this he had to trespass through the 
territory of Mir Jumla, for which he sought his permission. But before he could 
reach Ginji, Mir Jumla was already there. The Nayak of Ginji came out of the 
fort and reiterated his allegiance to Mir Jumla and joined his army, while the 
Nayak of Madura allied with Mustafa Khan. The combined armies of Bijapur 
and Madura marched to retrieve Ginji from the forces of Mir Jumla. In the 
meanwhile, Qutb Shah considered the arrival of Mustafa Khan on the scene to 
extricate Ginji from the Golkonda forces as a direct violation of the partition 
treaty. But both Mustafa Khan and Mir Jumla came to an understanding that 
after the conquest of Ginji, the former would take charge of it, while the latter 
would possess Gandikota; and both agreed for mutual co-operation and share 
equally the spoils of the war.'^'' 
However, Mustafa Khan could not carry out his agreement due to his 
sudden death on 9"" November 1648. Now Mir Jumla boycotted the Bijapuris 
and wished to occupy Ginji himself But Malik Raihan, who took the command 
after Mustafa Khan decided to fight in order to enforce the agreement. Then 
Mir Jumla withdrew and tried to avoid direct clash with the Bijapuris. This 
helped in reducing the differences between the two states and facilitated in the 
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implementation of the partition-treaty. The Bijapuris conquered Ginji at the end 
of December, 1649.'^' 
In 1652 one of the important noble. Khan Muhammad, holding the 
rank of a Minister, at the Bijapuri court, made allegations against Golkonda of 
changed relationship, while 'Adil Shah complained to Shah Jahan that Qutb 
Shahi army had captured Gandikota without the knowledge of the Emperor. 
The Minister besieged Gutti but soon abandoned it, to pursue Mir 
Jumla at Gandikota. It fell to Bijapuri general Ghorpare of Mudhol, and 
compelled him to sue for peace. The terms were agreed by Muhammad 'Adil 
Shah in January-February, 1652. Khan Muhammad got from Mir Jumla five 
lakh and fifty thousand huns and four pieces of diamonds, which were sent to 
'Adil Shah.'" 
In 1677, the young Sikandar 'Adil Shah sent an earnest appeal and 
sought Abu'l-Hasan Qutb Shah's intervention to resolve the civil strife at 
Bijapur. Qutb Shah immediately responded and tried to mediate for the 
peaceful settlement of the internal affair of Bijapur. Abu'l-Hasan invited 
Mas'ud Khan and Abdu'l-Karim, leaders of two Bijapuri factions to 
Hyderabad, for resolving their differences. He exhorted them to compose their 
internal quarrels, in view of the Mughal danger looming large on Bijapur. Qutb 
Shah was successful in setting the dispute and imposed conditions on the two 
parties and granted six lakhs of huns. The salient features of the settlement, was 
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that, Mas'ud Khan, Prime Minister of Bijapur should in no case bow before 
Shivaji and that Akkanna was to be permanent Qutb Shahi envoy at the Bijapur 
Court.'" 
However, the net effect of Qutb Shah's mediation was neutralized by 
Mas'ud Khan's divergent agreement with the Mughals. During Aurangzeb's 
campaingn against Bijapur in 1684, Sikander 'Adil Shah tried his best to come 
to some definite materialistic understanding with Qutb Shah, to offer a joint 
front to the Mughals. In order to decide upon the future policy, 'Adil Shah 
deputed Shah Hazrat Qadir to Qutb Shah in July 1684 for consultations. Afler 
his successful mission, Qadir returned back to Bijapur in August, 1684. 
Ahmadnagar: 
Bijapur - Ahmadnagar relations were based on the relations existing 
prior to 1489 between Yusuf 'Adil Shah and Ahmad Nizam Shah, when they 
were Bahmani officers under Sultan Muhammad Shah II. 
Prior to 1489, Yusuf 'Adil as Khan was leader of the afaqi party at the 
Bahmani court and while Ahmad Nizam Shah, as a malik was member of the 
opposite party - the Deccani. Thus there existed between them mutual 
animosity and party strife. In 1482, Ahmad and Yusuf as leaders of two parties, 
had a conflict, which lasted for twenty days with much loss of human life and 
blood. The two rival factions had to conclude peace, and Yusuf evinced 
cordiality with Ahmad.'''' 
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When Ahmad was trying to suppress the rebellious activities of 
Zainu'l- 'Abidin in 1486, Yusuf took side with Zainu'l 'Abidin against Ahmad, 
by sending a large force to the succour of Zainu'l - 'Abidin.'^^ But when 
Sultan Mahmud Shah Bahmani sent afarman to Yusuf, the tarafdar of Bijapur, 
to march with an army to suppress the rising power of Ahmad Nizamu'l -
Mulk, Yusuf instead of obeying the orders of the Sultan, sent messenger to 
Ahmad assuring him of his co-operation and goodwill, and secretly encouraged 
him to mature his ambitious designs of carving out an independent kigdom.'^ ^ 
It was on the advice of Yusuf that Ahmad discontinued the names of Bahmani 
Sultan from the Khutbah and introduced his own name.'^'With the 
proclamation of Shi'ah faith by Yusuf in 1504, a Sunni confederacy was 
formed by 'Ali Barid against Yusuf'Adil, which Ahmad also joined.'** 
In 1519, 'Adil Shah sent his noble Syed Ahmad Harawi as his envoy 
to Nizam Shah, to cement the bond of friendship. He was accorded a grand 
reception at Ahmadnagar and it was decided to have a summit meeting at 
Sholapur between the Sultans of the two States and to from a matrimonial 
relationship between the two dynasties. The nuptials between Mariam, sister of 
Isma'il, and Burhan were celebrated with great rejoicing, in May 1524.'*' 
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In 1542, dissensions arose at the Bijapur court. Nizam Shah, taking 
advantage of this situation, invited Amir Barid for a coalition against Bijapur. 
Simultaneously he made a propaganda that Asad Khan, Minister of Bijapur, in 
conformity with his Shi'ah feelings, had invited Nizam Shah and Amir Barid to 
invade Bijapur and promised to surrender Belgaum. Although there was no 
truth in this story, yet it was sedulously spread. The false hypnotizing 
propaganda of Nizam Shah proved to be successful. As Asad Khan, having lost 
the confidence of' Adil Shah, was compelled to cross over to Nizam Shah with 
his contingent. 'Adil Shah, deprived of his minister, and without confidence in 
those around him, deserted his capital and took shelter at Gulbarga. But with 
the arrival of a re-inforcement under 'Imad Shah of Berar, to the rescue of 
Bijapur, Asad Khan changed sides and came back to the side of 'Adil Shah by 
joining the Berar army. This compelled Nizam Shah to retreat to Ahmadnagar. 
The allies concluded peace and restored the five and half districts to 'Adil 
Shah, which was ceded by the Nizam, with a promise to not to molest Bijapur 
again.'^ *^  
Again in 1548, when Nizam Shah was returning to Ahmadnagar after 
capturing Udgir and Qandhar,'^' on the way, he was approached by the 
deputies of a political party in Bijapur. They reported to him that the people 
were so oppressed by the cruelties and maladministration of Ibrahim 'Adil 
Shah that the nobles were desirous of replacing him by the Prince 'Abdul'l-lah, 
160 Futuhal, 68 f.; Basatin, 58 f.; Briggs, III, 55, 140 f. 
161 Briggs., 141 f.; Futuhat, 72a. 
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younger brother of Ibrahim 'Adil Shah. 'Abdu'1-lah at that time was seeking 
asylum at Goa. Nizam Shah first invaded Bijapur territory, and faiUng in an 
attempt to seize Belgaum, he was compelled to retreat. But soon Asad Khan's 
death tempted Nizam Shah to make another attack on Bijapur.'^^ 
In the beginning of 1567, 'Adil Shah detached Kishwar Khan, to 
invade Nizam Shahi territory. The Bijapuris occupied Nizam Shahi territory. 
Murtada Nizam Shah, now grown up, marched to recover his lost territory. He 
laid siege to Dharur, where Kishwar Khan shut himself up in the fort. In an 
assault the latter was hit and killed; thereupon the Bijapuris fled and the fort 
fell to Nizam Shahis. With this signal victory, the latter also recovered other 
districts, which had been captured earlier by the Bijapuris. In the meanwhile, 
'Ainu'1-Mulk Bijapuri rushed towards Ahmadangar for plundering and 
devastating the Nizam Shahi territory. But on being chased by the Nizam 
Shahis, he returned to Bijapur with heavy losses. 163 
The Regent of Bijapur Dilawar Khan in order to re-establish cordial 
relations with Ahmadnagar sent his ambassador to Murtada Nizam Shah in 
1584. The latter requested for Ibrahim 'Adil Shah's sister Khadija Sultana in 
marriage for his son Miran Husain. Both the parties agreed to strengthen their 
dynastic relations through the new matrimonial alliance. As such Qasim Beg 
came to receive the princess and escorted her to Ahmadnagar. The bride was 
162 Ibid. 
163 Briggs,IlI, 80. 
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accompanied by her aunt Chand Bibi, who wished to visit her brother Murtada 
Nizam Shah."^ 
After the assassination of Husain Nizam Shah, Ibrahim ' Adil Shah, on 
the ill-advice of Dilawar Khan thought it there was now an opportunity to 
annex parts of Ahmadnagar, and in 1588, 'Adil Shah actually invaded 
Ahmadnagar. But, Jamal Khan came to the 'Adil Shahi camp and prudently 
sued for peace. Dilawar Khan consented on the conditions that Chand Bibi 
returns to Bijapur; Khadija Sultana, sister of Ibrahim 'Adil Shah and widow of 
the late Husain Nizam Shah, should also be sent back to Bijapur; and that 
Ahmadnagar paid two hundred and seventy five thousand hurts as the war 
indemnity (nal baha). Jamal Khan readily fulfilled the terms and the Bijapur 
army retreated.'^ ^ 
When in 1591 Dilawar Khan fled from Bijapur to Ahmadnagar he was 
favourably received by Burhan, who enrolled him among his nobles and 
ordered him to reduce the forts of Sholapur and Shahdurg.'^ Again, 'Adil Shah 
sent Mulla 'Inayatu'1-lah to Burhan, demanding restitution of 300 elephants 
which Dilawar Khan had taken with him to Ahmadnagar. Burhan, instead of 
conceding the demand and forgetting all that he owed to 'Adil Shah, prepared 
for war at the instigation of Dilawar Khan. Burhan declared war in March 
1592. The Nizam Shahi forces marched into Bijapuri territories and lay waste 
164 Briggs, III, 69; Basflrin. 191 f. 
165 Briggs, III, 98,169. Burhan, LA., September, 1923,259. 
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the country as they passed.'^ ^ Even at this action of Nizam Shah, 'Adil Shah 
advised his commander Hamid Khan not to initiate hostilities if the Nizam 
Shahis did not enter Bijapur territory. However, contrary to the expectation of 
'Adil Shah, the Ahmadnagar army crossed the Bijapuri frontier. A severe battle 
was fought, in which the Bijapuris were saved from a near defeat. 
When the Mughal invaded Ahmadnagar Mian Manju and Chand Bibi, 
appealed to Ibrahim Adil Shah for help he sent Rafi'ud-din Shirazi, with 
messages to various claimants to the Nizam Shahi throne and their protectors to 
shun their rivalries for the present to ward off unitedly the Mughal aggression, 
and then to decide the successor to the throne. When the siege of Ahmadnagar 
was hard pressed and the Mughals succeeded in causing the breach, the 'Adil 
Shahi noble Rafi'ud-din Shirazi who was at that time in the fort, took charge of 
artillery and began to fire in defence of Ahmadnagar. The forces of 'Adil Shah 
played a strategic role and the Mughals had to sue for peace and retreat.'^ * 
The Mughal invasion brought the rulers of Ahmadnagar and Bijapur 
close to each other. Now Rafi'ud-din Shirazi assumed the role of a mediator in 
the internal affairs of Ahmadnagar. To settle the mutual quarrels, Shirazi had to 
"repeatedly and severely admonish and threatened" the nobles of Ahmadnagar 
on behalf of 'Adil Shah. 'Adil Shah thus succeeded in not only bringing about 
reconciliation between Bahadur Nizam Shah and his nobles but also in warding 
off Mughal aggression of Ahmadnagar. This brought tranquillity to the people 
167 Briggs.. III. lOSff. 
168 Burhan, LA., December 1898,232 ff. 
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of Ahmadnagar. Great rejoicings were celebrated and prayers for the safety, 
long life and prosperity of 'Adil Shah were recited at Ahmadnagar. However, 
the settlement brought about by the intervention of'Adil Shah did not last long. 
Shirazi returned to Bijapur without making permanent settlement between the 
contending factions.'^ ^ 
Chand Bibi, seek the assistance of her nephew, Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II, 
to quell the internal commotions of Ahmadnagar. 'Adil Shah deputed Mustafa 
Khan with a body of four thousand horses to her aid. At the same time, 'Adil 
Shah, addressing a letter to Main Manju called him to Bijapur. He succeeded in 
satisfactorily ascertaining that Ahmad, son of Shah Tahir was not a lineal of the 
Nizam Shahi family and as such had no claim to the throne. Further he granted 
to the Ahmad a handsome estate for life, and enrolled Mian Manju among the 
nobles of Bijapur.'^ ° 
The rupture matured in 1623. 'Adil Shah was extremely displeased on 
account of 'Ambar's bad behaviour and inordinate pride and insolence. This 
gave an opportunity to the Mughals to further alienate 'Ambar from 'Adil 
Shah. Prince Parvez sought the friendship of 'Adil Shah with many gifts. 'Adil 
Shah took this opportunity and sent his confidential envoy Mulla Muliammad 
Lari to Parvez, at Nalcha (a dependency of Mandu). The Mulla was highly 
169 Burhan, LA., December 1898,318 ff., November 1923,338 ff. 
170 Briggs,ll], 182ff. 
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honoured by Parvez and the latter placed all the deserters of Malik 'Ambar, 
under Mulla's command. ' 
Having failed to settle peace 'Ambar retreated towards his dominions. 
'Adil Shah sent a large force under Ikhlas Khan on the heels of 'Ambar, while 
from behind Mulla Muhammad arrived with Mughal troops. At this critical 
juncture 'Ambar shut himself in the fort of Bhatwadi. But soon 'Ambar fled 
away and was chased by the Bijapuri army. After prolonged campaign of 
several months, the rival armies fought a contested battle on 15"" June 1625, in 
which 'Ambar emerged victorious.'^ ^ 
'Adil Shah rendered useful help to the Nizam Shahi minister, 
Muqarrab Khan, when the latter fervently appealed to Randaula Khan to save 
the Nizam Shahi dynasty from extinction. Muqarrab Khan offered to cede the 
fort of Sholapur as the price of the help against the Mughals.'^ ^ 
'Adil Shah and his commanders Randaula Khan and Murari Pandit 
rendered valuable service in 1632-33 to Shahji in the latter's attempt to revive 
and give a fresh lease of life to the Nizam Shahi dynasty. Murari was 
instrumental with Shahji in crowning Murtada Nizam Shah, and when Shahji 
with Murtada was tossed from place to place, 'Adil Shah and Randaula Khan 
supported him by all possible means.'''' 
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Shah Jahan annexed Ahmadnagar Kingdom in 1636, and Muhammad 
'Adil Shah was partly responsible for the extinction of the Nizam Shahi 
dynasty. 
Iran : 
At the time of the foundation of Bijapur kingdom in 1489, there 
existed cultural and commercial relations and there was a continuous flow of 
Persian migrants to Bijapur, who were patronised by Yusuf 'Adil Shah.'^ ^ The 
racial affinity between the Persians and the Bijapuri's persisted even centuries 
after migration and was strengthened, time and again, by the periodical influx 
of immigrants from Persia and central Asia. Bijapuri culture in particular and 
Indian Culture in general was the result of a long fusion of ethnic unity. Thus, 
close cultural relationship between Iran and Bijapur existed through the ties of 
common blood of Afaqis, religious beliefs, ritual observances, customs and 
manners."^ The Adil Shahi nobility and the upper strata of the society 
constitute a sizable population of the kingdom and not only this, they also 
constituted the bulk of the Bijapuri army. The Shia practices at Bijapur gave a 
new set of ideas and social pattern. The Perso-Bijapur collaboration in political 
175 For the assumption of the royal title of'Shah' by 'Adil Shahis, see supra Chapter 
IV p.p 45,49 & 51. The Adil Shahis maintained their original title of'Khan' up 
to 1536. 
However, in their diplomatic relations with other States, they acted absolutely 
like a independent sovereign head. As such, for the purpose of uniformity and in 
order to maintain their status equal to the rulers of other States, I have the 
suffixed the title of 'Shahi', even to Yusuf 'Adil, Ismail 'Adil, Ibrahim 'Adil, 
prior to 1536 also in this volume. 
The title of Khan has limited political meanings only in the relations of the 'Adil 
Shahis' with Bahmanis. As such. I have adopted appropriately, where ever 
applicable, the title of 'Khan' in Chapter II & IV. 
176 N.S. Goreka : Indi-Iran Relations, 2. 
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and religious affairs had its repercussion not only on cultural and intellectual 
activities of the 'Adil Shahi Sultans, but its impact could be seen on its nobility 
in various forms. 
As far as the role of the nobles in establishing the relationship with 
Iran is concerned, this could be seen from Yusuf 'Adil Shah's reign when he 
called an assembly of his nobles in 1502 and proposed his long cherished 
dream to promulgate the faith of Imamiyah and have the Khutbah read in the 
Shia fashion. However, due to the unwillingness of his powerful Sunni nobles 
he deferred the idea temporarily.''''' Having established Shiaism at Bijapur, 
Yusuf Adil Shah in 1509, sent Syed Ahmad Harwi to Iran with presents and 
"declaration of attachment to Shah Isma'il Safawi."'^ * 
Mir Khalilu'1-lah, a stipendiary preceptor and guide of Shah 'Abbas I, 
was a Persian immigrants at Bijapur, where he rose to eminence as calligraphist 
and became a close associate to Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II."' Ibrahim readily sent 
off Khalilu'1-lah as his plenipotentiary to the court of Shah 'Abbas in 1613. 
Iskandar Munshi mentions this embassy in the following terms: "as the rulers 
of Deccan had great sincerity and friendship with the Safawi monarchs from 
very old times, some time prior to this date 'Adil Shah, the rulers of Bijapur 
sent Mir Khalilu'l-lah."'*° According to Futuhat-i 'Adil Shahi, it was when 
Shah 'Abbas, I sent for Khalilu'1-lah that Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II took the 
177 Farishta, 11, 18 f; Basatin, 19. 
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opportunity to sent him at his own initiative.'*' The outcome of Khalilu'l-lah's 
embassy was Shah 'Abbas I's intercession in the Bijapur-Mughal conflict over 
the Qandhar.Muhammad Adil Shah reciprocated this gesture by sending in the 
same year, his envoy Rahim Muhammad to the Court of the Shah Safi gave an 
early conge in 1637 to Rahim Muhammad 'Adil Shah, like his Predecessors, 
looked for help for Shah Safi. The latter was too weak to exert any pressure on 
Shah Jahan to check his imperialism in the Deccan. 
Yusuf had segregated his son Ismail from the Indian environment and 
intrusted him to Persian and Turkish teachers, Muhammad-e-Kashi and 
others.'*^ Likewise, successive 'Adil Shahi Sultans, appointed Persian scholars 
as tutors to their children. For example, Ibrahim Adil Shah I in spite of his anti-
afaqi policy, appointed Khawaja 'Inayatullah Shirazi and then later on Mullah 
Fathullah Shirazi, as tutors to Prince Adil. These Persian Scholars 
completely Persianised 'Ali in all spheres of life. He was not only given 
coaching in Persian Language, but through the medium of Persian, into various 
branches of learning syntex, logic, theology, philosophy etc. He become master 
of Persian calligraphy and penned in Naskh. Thulth and Riga styles.'*^ Though 
Ibrahim Adil Shah II received his early education through the indigenous 
languages, and was taught Persian literature by Shah Nawaz Khan the 
Jumdatu 'l-Mulk. Ibrahim II attained very shortly the requisite command over 
\Z\Futuhat, loc.cit., 
182 Ibid., 84. 
183 Ibid., 76. 
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Persian literature and was a great admirer of Makhzanu 'I Asrar of Nizami and 
Rawzatu's Safa of Mir Khwand.'*^ Shah Nawaz Khan actively facilitated 
Ibrahim II's liking for Persian by arranging to place a number of standard 
Persian works of prose and poetry within the easy reach of the Sultan who was 
naturally tempted to read them in leisure hours. Shah Nawaz Khan's plan 
worked admirably and within a short period Ibrahim II could speak fluently in 
Persian, and his study of literature and history considerable advanced.'*^ 
Several factors contributed to the Making of Adil Shahi administrative 
system. The heritage, race and creed of its rulers and the nobility had a 
profound bearing. 'Adil Shahis were successors of the Bahmanis, and thus they 
inherited all the Persian element and culture already in the Bahmani 
administration. The Adil Shahi administrative system was "faithfully modelled 
on that of the Bahmani's."'^* The Adil Shahi administration took its colour 
from the race and creed of its rulers. Though they were of Turkish origin, but 
were Persianised. Then, the bulk of the Afaqi nobility and ministerial staff 
brought with them to their new home, as model, the type of administration 
which had long been prevalent in their native places. This was later modified in 
certain cases to suit the local environment and objectives. Thus, the Adil Shahi 
administration presented a combination of Perso- Arabic and Turkish system in 
the Deccani setting. 
The Persian nobles-Mutafa Khan Ardistani, Shah Abu Turab Shirazi, 
inayatullah Qazwini, Qasim Beg Tabrize, Husain Inju and Shah Jafar (a brother 
186 Devare, op.cit., 85. 
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of Shah Tahir) had before them the ideal of a United Persia under Sfawid made 
efforts to shun the personal rivalries among Deccan Sultans and to from a 
political alliance amongst the rival kingdoms. This eventually bought about the 
overthrow of the mighty Vijayanagar kingdom.'*^ Throughout the history of 
Bijapur, Persian nobles enjoyed 'Adil Shahi patronage and exerted influence in 
the politics of Bijapur. The name of some eminent Persian nobles may be 
mentioned here: Shah Tahir and Asad Khan Lari who brought about peaceful 
pact by their efforts between Bijapur and Ahmadnagar; Afzal khan Shirazi, 
Wakil-us-Saltanat and Mir Jumla, was the saviour of Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II 
(1580-1627) from the treachery of Kamal Khan and Kishwar Khan; Shah 
Fathu'1-lah Shirazi-renowned doctor of the learning and philosophy of 'AH 
'Adil Shah I's reign was known as "Ten intelligences" (Dih Aql), because of 
his versatile genius; Hakim Ahmad Gilani and Ainu'1-Mulk Shirazi were two 
Scholars who were accorded a grand reception on their arrival at Bijapur and 
were liberally rewarded; Mir Shamshu'd-din Muhammad Isfahan! was the 
S'adrul Jahan; Shah Abdul Qasim Anju and Murtaza Khan Anju the 
companions of the kings; Rafi' uddin Shirazi, the author of Tadhiratu'l Muluk, 
came to Bijpur in 1560, remained in royal service for several years; Mustafa 
Khan Ardistani and Shah Abu Turab Shirazi featured conspicuously in the 
political events of 'Ali I's reign. Abu Turab was instrumental to a temporary 
amelioration between Bijapur and Ahmadnagar; Sadruddin Muhammad Shirazi 
(later known as Shah Nawaz Khan) Prime Minnister of Ibrahim 'Adil Shah II, 
189 Devare, op.cit., 79. 
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and then Jamdatu'l-Mulk of Bijapur commanded reverence and devotion in 
every class, under the aegis of his enUghtened administration, Bijapur revived 
the traditions of Ali Adil Shah I's period."° Under AH Adil Shah II, one poet 
bore the title of Mirza 'Marthiyah Khan' under the title Diwan-i Husaini.^^^The 
incorporation of Safawid traditions in Bijapur paintings in attributed to MuUa 
Faruq Husain, a painter from Shiraz, who was attached to the court of Ibrahim 
'Adil Shah 11."*^  
Bijapur Relations with other Islamic Countries 
There were racial, cultural and commercial relations with the 
Ottoman Turkey. The continuous stream of Turkish immigrants to Bijapur 
formed an important percentage of the Adil Shahi nobility. The Afaqis 
dominated the Bijapur court and their demography played a major role in 
establishing relations of Bijapur with other Islamic countries. As for example, 
the number of Turks, in the small Bijapuri port Dabhol, was about fifteen 
thousand."^ 
In short one may reached to the conclusion that the Adil Shahi nobles 
especially the Iranians, have played a very positive role in establishing the 
relation with Iran and the other Muslim countries, not only this they have also 
contributed to the cultural enrichment of the Bijapuri Sultanate. 
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CHAPTER - V 
CHAPTER - V 
THE NOBLES AND THE ADMINISTRATION 
In this chapter an attempt has been made to analyze the 
administrative functions of the nobles and the methods of their 
remuneration. In an autocratic system like Adil Shahis, the fortune of 
the Nobles (Officers) directly or indirectly depends upon the official 
approval of the Sultan. Therefore, the eyes of the nobles were 
constantly turned towards the Court. As these nobles were vested with 
some power, so the Sultan had to see that it should not be abused and 
his orders should be implemented or carried out properly because, the 
Sultan had to govern the Sultanate through the Nobles or the Officers. 
There were two different categories of administrative staffs in 
the Sultanate of Bijapur. One is the indigenous hereditary nobles, often 
called deshak. These hereditary nobles included the desai (or 
deshmukh). the chief of a pargana; the deshkulkarni (or deshpande), 
the accountant and record-keeper of a pargana; the patil (or 
muqaddam), the head of a village; the kulkarni, the accountant and 
record-keeper of a village; the sete, the head of a market-place; the 
mahajan, the accountant and record-keeper of a market-place; and the 
naikwadi, the guards of a fortress. In addition, there was often a 
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chaugla, the assistant head of a village; and a chaudhuri, the assistant 
head of a market-place. 
Another category of the administrative staffs were the crown 
bureaucrats or nobles. There were two methods of administration as 
carried out by the bureaucrats, and these corresponded roughly to two 
kinds of administrative division of the Sultanate. One method was to 
mark off the important regions of the territory into centrally 
administered crown districts called muamala or qalah and appoint a 
crown bureaucrat, called the havaldar (manager). The other method 
was to assign certain areas to high class and middle class nobles as 
their 'fiefs' (usually called muqasa) and make each of them administer 
the assigned area. Such fiefs were usually created in the areas called 
parganas. As far as, the administration of the pargawa^, were concerned 
it was not carried out uniformly but in at least three different ways. 
The first way was to assign one or more parganas to a high 
class noble as his fief and put it under his sole management. The 
second way was to divide a part of a pargana, into small fiefs, each 
composed of one or more villages, assign them to middle class nobles, 
and attach the rest of the parganas to the Central Court. The third way 
was to attach the whole of a parganas to the central government and 
put it under the administrative responsibility of a desai, while a special 
bureaucrat was occasionally sent to check his administration. 
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Briefly we may say that the administration by means of nobles 
was either carried out by the havaldar and his subordinates in the 
crown districts or by the fief-holding nobles in their respective fiefs. 
From the above discussion, we can divide our analysis into four 
categories. The first is the geographical distribution of such 
administrative divisions as the pargana, the muamala and the qalah, 
and to discover their respective administrative purposes. The second is 
to examine the functions and means of remuneration of the ubiquitous 
hereditary nobles, especially of the desais and deshpandes, who held 
the highest power and responsibility among the hereditary nobles. The 
third is to analyse the functions and means of remuneration of the 
havaldar directly appointed by the Sultan, and to find out his 
relationship with his subordinates on the one hand and with the 
hereditary officers in his District on the other. And the fourth is to 
classify the kinds of fiefs assigned to the nobles, and to examine the 
method of their management and the extent of their 'overlordship'. 
The administrative divisions of the Sultanate were divided into 
three categories viz. Xh& parganas, the muamala and qalah. 
Pargana is a Persian term which means 'region' or 'district'. It 
was widely used both in north India and the Deccan, being usually 
prefixed to the most important town of the region, e.g. pargana Phaltan 
and pargana Mudhol. Usually pargana contained from 50 to 200 
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villages' and each of the parganas had a desai ship and the size of a 
pargana depended on the size of the territory ruled over by a desai (or 
a deshmukh)} On the other hand, there were several desais in many of 
the parganas. The desaishx'p was later on divided among the family 
members of the original holder or partially transferred to others with 
the result that several desais might come into being in a single pargana. 
There were often minor divisions which were either included in 
and attached to a pargana or were separate units outside of and 
independent of it. They were called samt, qaryat, or tarf. 
These minor divisions were not equal in size. For example, 
there were fifty-one villages in a samt of qalah Shahdurg in 1627,^ 
whereas at about the same time only ten villages were contained in the 
qaryat Saswad'' to the southeast of Poona. 
The irregularity of their size indicates that these minor 
divisions were created not on any uniform basis but on the basis of 
some indigenous circumstances. It is probably right as Purandare 
explains that these minor divisions sprang up from the division of the 
desaiship of the pargana among the desai's family-members or its 
1 K.V. Purandare (ed.), Shiva Charitra Sahitya, vol.VlI, Poona, 1938, Prastavana, 
p.5. 
2 K.V. Purandare, op.cit., p.5. 
3 Ibid.,vol.V,no.I34. 
4 K.V. Purandare, op. cit., p.5. 
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partial transfer to others and that sometimes the central government cut 
off a part of a pargana, making a new minor division, and appointed a 
new desai (or a deshmukh) for it as a royal favour.* And in fact we find 
one or several desais in each of these minor divisions.^ When there 
were several desais in a minor division that probably indicates that the 
desaiship had not been finally divided resulting in other smaller 
divisions, but that it was only shared among the family members of the 
desai. 
In brief, we may conclude that the various minor divisions 
inside and outside the pargana originated with the division and sub-
division of the desaiship of the pargana. 
Muamala and Qalah are Arabic terms. Muamala originally meant 
'engagement' or 'agreement', and qalah 'fort ' . The Adil Shahi records 
clearly show that they were used to indicate specific administrative 
divisions of the Sultanate which were administered by the havaldar 
directly appointed by the Sultan.' In this thesis the term crown district 
will often be used to mean both muamala and qalah. 
Muamala and qalah are not used synonymously but designate 
separate administrative divisions different from each other. In both 
5 Ibid., pp.5-6. 
6 PSIH, vol. I, no.41; vol. II, nos. 20, 34, vol.III, nos.l, 10,11, 13, 21; voI.V, nos. 
40,138, 139. 
7 e.g. PSIH, vol.III, no.37; vol.V, no.96. 
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muamala and qalah a havaldar and his subordinates were appointed 
and they undertook various official duties of the same kind. A havaldar 
was often transferred from one district to another.* And there would be 
a fort even in a muamala!^ Therefore no basic difference of 
administrative functions in the two kinds of districts seems to have 
existed. 
Of such terms as desai (or deshmukh),'° deshkulkarni (ox 
deshpande), patil (or muqaddam), kulkarni, sete mahajan, and so on, 
only muqaddam is of Arabic origin, the others are all indigenous 
expressions. 
The duties and methods of remuneration of the hereditary 
nobles during the Adilshahi period, were clearly conceived as watan; 
and the remuneration alone was usually called inam. The word inam 
meant something like 'perpetual gift'. The remuneration of each 
hereditary nobles, from desai to mahajan, were confirmed and assured 
by the royal favor directly. In short, hereditary nobles were basically 
the servants of the Sultan himself. 
8 PSIH, vol.1, nos. 26; vol.11, no.l2; voI.V, no.91. 
9 Ibid., vol.V, no.96. 
10 Broadly speaking the hereditary chief of a pargana or its minor division was called 
deshmukh in Maharashtra and desai in northern Kamataka. But even in 
Maharashtra deshmukh was often called desai alternately. Ibid., vol.1, nos. 40-50; 
vol.III, nos. 4, 7, 9, 15, 16. 
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The hereditary nobles were generally the high castes of Hindus 
such as Brahmans, Marathas, Prabhus and Lingayats. A very few of the 
hereditary nobles were Muslims and even they were most probably 
native converts rather than foreigners." 
In this section the basic relationship between the desais and the 
Adilshahi Sultans will be discussed in some detail. 
When the Sultan confirmed or re-confirmed the office and 
remuneration of a desai, the Sultan used to give notice of the decision 
to the local bureaucrats or fief-holders, other hereditary nobles, and the 
ordinary people of the region, and ordered them not to disturb the desai 
in the performance of his duties and the enjoyment of his remuneration. 
What the desai was supposed to do for the Sultan in lieu of his 
'royal favour' was : to perform the official tasks; to remain loyal to the 
Sultan; to pay the fixed annual tribute to the royal treasury'^; to 
designate a person who would stand as guarantor for the desai's good 
conduct and loyalty'^; to pay the inam-patti either to the royal treasury 
through the havaldar of the place or to the fief-holder in case the 
pargana was assigned in fief Moreover, the desai of a crown district 
was ordered by the Sultan, to obey the commands and rule of the 
11 PSIH, vol. 11, no. 13; SCS, vol.1 V, no.688. 
12 e.g.PSIH,voI.V,no.l3l. 
13 Ibid., vol. V, no. 130. It is not clear whether other hereditary officers also had to 
nominate a surety to the Sultan. 
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havaldar,^* and the desai of a pargana, assigned to a bureaucrat was 
also ordered by the Sultan to 'obey him/^ 
The Sultan ensured the loyalty of the desai not only by means 
of the bureaucrats in the crown district, but also by means of the 
supervisor, called mahaldar, specially sent by the central government. 
Whenever, the Sultan discovered any negligence or irregularity 
committed by the desai, he would send him afarman, ordering him to 
perform strictly his duties or to stop the irregularity immediately." 
If the desai was ever found guilty of disobedience, disturbance 
or rebellion, the Sultan would either, send an army from the central 
government to crush the revolt and arrest the desai, and send him to the 
capital.'* Later, if the offender's relatives made a petition to the Sultan 
for restoration of the office and remuneration to them," he would 
usually accede to their request. 
In brief, the desai, the most important hereditary noble of the 
region, was normally under the strict control of the Sultan. 
14 PSIH, vol. II, no.22; vol. V, nos. 90-115. 
15 Ibid., vol. Ill, no.34. 
16 SCS, vol.1 V, no.72l; vol.VI, no.21. 
17 PSIH, vol.11, no.22; vol.111, nos.13, 14, 80; vol.V, no.lll. 
18 Ibid., vol.111, nos. 15, 16,27. 
19 Ibid., vol.111, no.27. 
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As far as the duties of the desai was concerned, whether it is a 
Crown District or a pargana area, they were supposed to look after the 
defense of the region, maintain security, and administer justice in 
disputes so as to promote the prosperity of the region and increase the 
revenue of the Sultanate. 
Maintenance of Security: Both in a crown district and a 
pargana area the desai was responsible for maintaining the security of 
his region, for which he kept 'his own troops' or 'his own cavalry and 
infantry' at his own expense. 
The desai was expected to suppress disturbances and settle 
disputes in his area even without receiving a specific order from the 
Court. The desai's first duty was, as to maintain his loyalty to the 
Sultan. As a part of this duty he was ordered by the Sultan to obey his 
local bureaucrat, either a havaldar or fief-holder, so long as he was 
faithful to their master. Accordingly, when a local bureaucrat showed 
signs of disloyalty to the Sultan, it was the duty of the desai to subdue 
him. Apart from this, he was not authorized to award capital 
punishment to a criminal without an order from the central 
government^" and the desai and other minor hereditary nobles were also 
20 See notes nos.59 to 62. 
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compelled by the Government to bring back persons who had run away 
from their home country.^' 
Military Duties: The desais had to perform defensive and 
offinsive activities along with their troops. When the military action 
was against a foreign power, it appears to have been usual for the 
desais of crown districts to mobilize themselves under the command of 
the havaldar, although, sometimes it happened that they would receive 
a special order from the central government to come to the capital with 
their troops or to join a general, sent out by the Sultan.^^ 
In either case many desais did participate in fighting against 
foreign enemies, and those who distinguished themselves in the war 
would have their imam increased or would receive a 'royal robe of 
honour' from the Sultan. '^* e.g. One desai seems to have fought so well 
against the Mughal invasion that he was granted the title of minister 
(vazir) with 500 cavalry, and a fief (jagir) from the Sultan.^^ 
Judicial Functions: Besides, these duties desais had to perform 
the civil judiciary functions; i.e. his adjudication of disputes over the 
property and rights connected with hereditary nobles. 
21 PSIH, vol.V, no.58. 
22 Ibid., vol.1, nos.40,43; vol.11, nos.20, 25; vol.111, nos. 12, 15, 16, 19,24, 25. 
23 Ibid., vol.1, nos.4l, 46; vol.111, nos. 18, 21, 81; vol.V, no. 124. 
24 Ibid., vol.III. no.86; vol.V, no.l42. 
25 Ibid., vol.III. nos. 87, 88. 
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The parties to a dispute might put their case before the local 
bureaucrats, the fief-holder, the desai of the place,^* or directly before 
the central Court.^^ Neither the desais nor, the local bureaucrats or the 
fief-hoders were authorized to decide cases on their arbitrary judgment. 
To give justice meant to hold an assembly (majalis) composed of the 
disputants, the desai and other hereditary nobles, artisans, servants and 
farmers of the disputant's village or region, as well as several local 
bureaucrats. 
Revenue Collection: The duties and functions of a desai 
concerning security, military affairs, and judicial administration were 
basically the same in a crown district as in a pargana area. But there 
seems to have been an important difference in his duties concerning 
revenue collection between the two kinds of administrative divisions. 
In a pargana, the desai had both the right and responsibility of 
collecting the revenue and sending it to the capital. The desai should 
collect the revenue from the villages and send it to the Royal Presence 
or the Royal Court. Occasionally, he was ordered to send the revenue 
to some other places specified by the Court 29 
26 Ibid., vol.1, no.8 
27 Ibid., vol.111, no.48. 
28 Ibid., vol.111, nos.56,65, 71. 
29 Ibid., vol.111, nos.73. 
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As far as, the procedure of revenue collection was concerned. 
The desai and the deshkulkarni firstly, used to 'assess' the revenue of 
each village in collaboration with its patil and kulkarni, and reported 
the assessed amount to the Court, which in turn examined the reported 
amount, determined the sum to be actually collected (Jamabadi) and 
informed the desai. Then, the desai was to collect the sum thus fixed 
from each village through its patil and send it to the Court.^° The desai, 
was also responsible for collecting the revenue in the attached pargana 
and sending it to the Government, but in the crown district the 
havaldar had these responsibilities. In other words, the desai in a 
crown district was deprived of the direct collection of revenue. In 
brief, the desai in a crown district had neither the right nor the 
responsibility to collect the revenue directly and send it to the court. 
Nevertheless, it was necessary to get his agreement in distributing 
revenue-burdens or deciding revenue-rates. 
The desai was authorized by the Sultan to enjoy perpetually 
some inam and other rights. A desai's remuneration usually consisted 
of the possession of several villages as well as some land in other 
villages of his region, and the right to receive some money or materials 
from each of the ordinary villages. But, since the remuneration was 
essentially a 'royal favor', there was no fixed formula on the basis of 
30 SCS, vol.lM, nos.8. 
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which the size of remuneration to be granted to any desai could be 
fixed. The Sultans often granted a special favor to those desais who 
had particularly distinguished themselves in service, and increased 
their remuneration. What the desai was granted by the Sultan was not 
only the right to appropriate the dues and taxes for himself but also a 
kind of overlordship over the inam villages and inam lands. 
Nevertheless, the desai's overlordship was restricted by local customs 
and judicial institutions. The desai could not normally interfere with 
the established offices and emoluments of such officers as the patil and 
kulkarni in his inam village.^' 
The deshkulkarni Or deshpandey, in collaboration with the 
desai, was expected to participate in the collection of revenue, to sit in 
the judicial assembly, and to prepare and keep various records. As 
literacy was an essential qualification for the deshkulkarniship, the 
office was generally occupied by Brahmans. 
While the desai's function in revenue-collection differed 
between a crown district and pargana areas, the deshkulkarni's role 
seems to have been practically the same in both areas. For example, the 
havaldar was ordered by the Sultan to perform the assessment, 
demand, collection, recording, deduction and other tasks in regard to 
revenue with the agreement of his the deshkulkarni and not to perform 
31 Ibid., vol.III, nos.576, 580-81; vol.Vlll, no.25. 
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administration without his acknowledgement.^^ Both in a pargana 
attached to the Court" and in one assigned as fief''* the deshkulkarni 
along with the desai assessed and collected revenue from each village. 
It was also the deshkulkarni who usually wrote the documents in the 
local assembly. 
In return for performing these tasks, the deshkulkarni was 
given remuneration in the region by the Sultan which was usually half 
the size of, but quite independent of that of the desai?^ As the 
deshkulkarni's authority and power over his inam villages and inam 
lands appear to have been similar to those of the desai. 
While one pillar of the local administration was the indigenous 
hereditary nobles, another was the crown bureaucrats (nobles): foreign 
Muslims (afaqis), native converts {Deccani), African Muslims 
(habashi), and the Hindu nobles, compose this group. Now, we will 
focus our attention upon the functions and rewards of the havaldars of 
crown districts {muamala and qalah). There was a havaldar in every 
muamala and qalah, appointed personally by the Sultan. When this 
office fell vacant temporarily or the havaldar was absent from the 
station, a deputy was appointed by the Sultan. Occasionally, sar-
32 PSIH, vol.111, no.68. 
33 SCS, vol.VlII, nos.9. 
34 Ibid., vol.1, no.45; vol.VIII, no.63. 
35 PSIH, vol.1, nos.6, 23-6,28; vol.111, nos.4,68; vol.V, no.l 17. SCS, vol.VIII, no. 84. 
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havaldar (a superior to the havaldar) would be appointed. But a sar-
havaldar's functions being the same as those of a havaldar, this 
appointment was rarely made. 
Below the havaldar were army-commanders and clerks as well 
as the hereditary guards of the fortress.^* In addition, the Sultan also 
used to appoint a chief of the city police in the capital of Bijapur.^' The 
most important of these bureaucrats was the havaldar. 
The havaldar, were charged with the highest responsibility in 
the administration of a crown district, most of them were expectedly 
Muslims. For example, out of forty-one havaldars whose names appear 
in our sources or farmans, only seven were Hindus, the remaining 
thirty-four Muslim. Nine deputies and seven sar-havaldars mentioned 
in the farmans were all Muslims. 
As far as, the basic relationship between the Sultan and the 
havaldar was concerned. It appears to have been usual for the Sultan to 
get the agreement of the bureaucrat to whom he wanted to grant a favor 
by appointing him as a havaldar. At the time of his appointment the 
havaldar was given a 'royal robe of honour' and he had to deposit his 
36 For Naikwadi see ibid., vol.1 V, nos.742-6 for intance. 
37 P.M. Joshi,' Adilshahi Administration' in Transactions of All India History 
Congress, 1940, p. 10. G.H. Khare, Shiva Charitra Vritt Sangrah, op. cit., vol.11, 
p.84. 
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surety (zamanat) as the security for his loyalty.^* The fact that the 
Sultan had to get the nominal agreement of the bureaucrat for 
appointment and that some havaldars had such titles as 'member of the 
royal assembly,^^ shows that only the trusted and high-class nobles 
were usually appointed to this post. 
As the appointment was made by 'royaJ favour', however, there 
was no fixed tenure of office. There was frequent and irregular transfer 
of personnel at intervals varying from a few months to about three 
years. It often happened that a noble, removed from the havaldarship, 
was reappointed to the same office after some time. Yet it is evident 
that the office of havaldar was not hereditary and that frequent transfer 
restrained a havaldar from establishing a personal connection with any 
particular District. 
It is said that there was the system of 'official ranking' 
indicated by the number of troops to be maintained by a noble in the 
Bijapuri Sultanate as in other Muslim kingdoms of India.''" But the 
sources do not show the exact number of soldiers maintained by a 
havaldar. Although, we can infer that, since a desai who distinguished 
himself in the royal service was entitled to keep five hundred 
38 PSIH, vol.V, no. 96. 
39 Ibid., vol.lll, no.57; vol.V, nos.77-80. 
40 Vide H.G. Rawlinson (ed.). Source Book of Maratha History. Bombay, 1929, 
vol.1, p.98. 
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cavalrymen and held the title of minister (vaz/r)/' a havaldar would 
maintain far fewer soldiers. 
Afarman defines the general duties of the havaldar as 'to exert 
himself to the utmost to strengthen the fort and ensure the cultivation 
and prosperity of the region'.'*'^  Except for the specific emphasis on the 
security and strengthening of the fort, his general duties were almost 
the same as those of a desai viz. military affairs, security, 
administration of justice, and collection of revenue. Therefore, it is not 
necessary to discuss these in detail, except to mention few points 
concerning the military and security duties of a havaldar."^^ 
Whenever, any peasant absconded from his village for some 
reason or other, it was the responsibility of the havaldar, to have the 
hereditary officer of the place call him back to the village.'*'* 
Also when a mass of villagers ran away from their village 
because of some illegal exactions or oppression by the hereditay 
officers, the local bureaucrats, or the army, or the havaldar was to 
41 PSIH, vol.III, no.88. 
42 PSIH, vol. V, no.59. 'dar istihakami va mazbuti-qaiah va maamuri va abadani-i-
vilayat sargarm va sabit qadam bashad'. 
43 Ibid., vol.11, no.2i; vol.V, nos.74, 77, 85, 91, 92, 95, 97. 
44 Ibid., vol.1, no.l I; vol.V, no.58. 
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control the oppressors and issue 'assurance' and 'consolation' to the 
villagers to induce them to come back and carry on with cultivation/^ 
The havaldar does not appear to have been authorized, 
however, to punish the offenders. He could exercise his punitive power 
only on receiving specific orders from the Court/^ 
The havaldar's judicial function over civil disputes was 
basically the same as that of the desai : his function was confined to 
accepting appeals from the disputants, summoning assemblies of 
justice, often sitting in them himself, and confirming and executing 
decisions made by such assemblies.'*' 
The havaldar was directly responsible to the Sultan for 
collecting revenue from the villages'** through his collectors 
(tahsildar). He was also responsible for collecting annual tributes, 
payable to the Sultan, from the desai and other hereditary nobles of his 
district,"*' and for sending them to the royal treasury.^" The havaldar 
was required to report the assessed amount of revenue of his district to 
45 Ibid., vol.V, no.77. 
46 Ibid., vol.V, no.64. 
47 SCS, vol. 11, no.341. PSIH, vol.v, no.64. V.T. Gune, Judicial System of the 
Marathas, op. cit., pp.23-5. 
48 PSIH, vol.111, no.37; vol.V. nos.68, 70, 71, 76, 78, 79, 80, 81. 
49 Ibid., vol.V, nos.34, 134. 
50 Ibid., vol.V, nos.56, 66. 
185 
the royal Court and, after getting its confirmation and sanction, to 
collect the actual revenue." '^ 
A farman, which announced the appointment of a noble to the 
havaldarship of Muamala Sandalapur, suggests that the havaldar was 
probably paid a monthly salary from the royal treasury as well as a 
share of revenue from the district. 
Yet a high-class noble who was appointed as havaldar was, 
favoured with a fief 'on account of his integrity' that was not always 
connected with any specific office. For example, one year after the 
appointment of this havaldarship, the same bureaucrat, who was still in 
the office, was granted a village in the same district along with all 
items of its revenue except the tobacco tax, betel-leaves tax and 
existing inams 'on account of his integrity'." 
To conclude the general position of the havaldar we may say 
that the havaldar was a bureaucrat of the Sultan whom the latter could 
appoint or discharge as he pleased. The district was not put under his 
sole management. His administration was checked by the middle-class 
nobles or by the special supervisor occasionally sent to his district, and 
by the hereditary nobles of the district. Moreover his salaries were 
connected not with his person but with the office he held so that as 
51 SCS, V0I.XI, no.96, p.66. 
52 PSIH, vol.V, no.98. 
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soon as he was discharged he was no more entitled to them. We may 
therefore characterize the hawaldars position, as a 'patrimonial 
bureaucrat' of the Sultan; but he was not only a 'patrimonial 
bureaucrat', he was also granted an overlordship of certain areas and 
he held a certain number of troops at his own cost. In that sense he had 
traits of the 'feudal bureaucrat' also. 
This dual character of bureaucracy was not confined to the 
havaldar alone. All the high-class as well as many of the middle-class 
nobles of the Sultanate had the same dual character. Now we will turn 
our attention to the 'feudal' aspect of bureaucracy and discuss the 
system of fiefs that was prevalent in the Sultanate. 
If, we closely examine the sources, we recognize broadly three 
classes of fiefs and were called specified fiefs, office fiefs, and 
integrity fiefs. The last two are sometimes called muqasa orjagir.^^ 
Specified fiefs was an assignment of a specified share of the 
revenue from a village to the royal cavalry men such as sillahdar, 
lashkari-afrad and lashkari,^^ in lieu of their monthly salary. The 
holder was not entitled to rule over the village but only to receive the 
53 Ibid., vol.1, no.38; vol.111, nos.69 (see also its footnote, 75. 
54 These three kinds of cavalry-men may be defined as follows: shillahdar, one who 
equipped himself with horse and arms and supported several followers on his own 
account; lashkari-afrad, one who armed himself with horse and arms on his own 
account and moved singly without becoming a member of any prticular cavaliy-
regiment; and lashkari, one who equipped himself with horse and arms and joined 
a certain cavalry-regiment. 
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specified amount either through his agent or directly from the 
hereditary nobles of the place. 
Office fiefs was an assignment of one or several villages with 
its revenue of all items to middle class nobles such as army 
commanders/^ cavalry captains/^ infantry-captains" and clerks of 
CO 
various central departments such as Royal Secretariat, royal 
musicians,^' and some cavalry-men such as sillahdar,^"lashkari-afrad,^' 
and lashkari.^^ Like the specified fief, this was also given not by any 
special royal favour but in a business-like manner. 
There was, however, a significant difference between a 
specified fief and an office fief. While for the former only a specified 
amount of revenue was assigned, for the latter, one or several villages 
were assigned along with its revenue, the amount of which was not 
clearly specified. As regards the method of administering the fief, the 
fief-holder either entrusted its management to the hereditary nobles of 
55 Ibid., vol.III, no.40. 
56 Ibid., vol.III, no.53. 
57 Ibid.,vol.V,no.I!2. 
58 Ibid., vol.m, no.63. 
59 Ibid., vol.V, no.95. 
60 Ibid., vol.III, no.54-57. 
61 Ibid., vol.III, no.45, 54,63. 
62 Ibid., vol.III, no.48. 
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the village^^ or sent his own agents {mutaaliqan) to it.^ In any case he 
himself occasionally visited the fief for supervision.^^ 
On the other hand, there were several important restrictions 
imposed on the fief-holder's overlordship. Firstly, he was not 
authorized to interfere with the established office and rights of the 
hereditary nobles of the village.^^ Secondly, he did not have the 
authority to punish the hereditary nobles of the village.^' 
The third class of fiefs, the integrity fief, was the most 
important so far as the administration of the Sultanate was concerned. 
While the two classes of fiefs discussed above were granted in a 
business-like manner, the integrity fief v^diS given by some special royal 
favour 'on account of the integrity of the grantee, and it was not 
connected with any specific office. 
Although the size of fiefs of this class was often as small as a 
village with all items of revenue,** two villages with all items of 
revenue,*' or three villages with all revenue items except two,'" yet 
63 Ibid., vol.III, no.78; SCS, vol.V, nos.,36, 38. 
64 PSIH,vol.V,no.l38. 
65 SCS, vol.1 V,no.716. 
66 Ibid., vol.11, no.323; voi.lX, no.64. 
67 Ibid., vol.VI, no.37; vol.XI, no.66. PSIH, vol.III, nos.44,48,63, 78. 
68 Ibid., vol.III, no.75; vol.V, nos.41, 72, 86, 89, 90, 98. 
69 Ibid., vol.11, no.I2; vol.III, no.28. 
70 Ibid., vol.11, nos.l 1,12. 
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those assigned to specially high-class nobles such as those mentioned 
above were generally large. 
Attention may be drawn to three more points. First, however 
big the size of an integrity fief might be, it was normally not 
hereditary. Second, because of the Muslim dominance among the high-
class nobles, most of the grantees of this class of fiefs appear to have 
been Muslims. Third, the holders of integrity fiefs had to maintain, 
from the income of the fief, from some hundreds' ' to five or seven 
thousand'^ mounted men, and they had to serve along with their cavalry 
in central as well as local tasks according to the wishes of the Sultan. 
As far as the organisation of fief management is concerned, 
when a noble was granted a fief in certain area, he sent out his agents 
to manage it, these agents were collectively called 'mutaaliqan'. 
The Marathi records show that the mutaaliqan of the fief-
holder were organized in a similar way as the Sultan's nobles in the 
crown district: a general manager (havaldar) was appointed in the fief-
office (diwan) in the chief city of the fief.'^ 
71 PSIH. vol.111, no.88. 
72 P.M. Joshi, 'Adilshahi Administration', op. cit., p.7. D.V. Apte (ed.), Mudhol 
Sansthancha Ghorpade Gharanyacha Itihas, Poona, 1934, pp.22-59. 
73 SCS, vol.VIlI, nos.44, 70. 
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Large fief-holders had a tendency to ignore the restrictions 
imposed on them by the central government and to strengthen the 
decentralizing 'feudalization' of their overlordship over the fief. 
To conclude this chapter we may summarize the study as 
follows. 
Not to mention other hereditary officers, even the desai was 
not a de jure 'overlord' of a pargana or its minor division but a 'royal 
servant' who was to collect revenue, maintain security and order, and 
perform other official tasks in his pargana for the sake of the Sultan or 
his bureaucrat holding the fief of the region. 
The havaldar appointed in a crown district was a 'patrimonial 
bureaucrat' of the Sultan, and he supervised defense, security, revenue 
collection and other official work for the sake of the Sultan. He could 
be discharged or transferred as the Sultan pleased. Yet he had an aspect 
of the 'feudal bureaucrat' in the sense that he maintained troops on his 
own account and held a 'temporary overlordship' of a certain area. 
This dual character of service and responsibilities was not 
confined to the havaldar alone; it extended generally to the middle-
class and particularly to the high-class nobles of the Sultanate. 
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Moreover, not only the large fief-holders but the hereditary 
desais also and even the royal havaldars had ample scope for 
transforming themselves into the 'overlords' of the entire regions in 
their charge, once the controlling mechanism of the Sultan over them 
and their sentimental and practical bond with the Sultan weakened. 
CONCLUSION 
CONCLUSION 
The study of the nobility, which has been attempted in the 
forgoing pages, could be summed up in the following pages. 
To conclude the racial and religious composition of the nobility 
which was in existence since the vary inception of the Adil Shahi 
Sultanate was theoretically the creation of the Sultan. It was he alone 
who could confer, increase, diminish or resume the position of his 
nobles. It was also not opened to every one who could fulfill certain 
criteria or competence to the satisfaction of the Sultan. Nobles were 
basically the public servants and constitute the richest class in the 
society and entrance into this class was not so easy. Appointments of the 
nobles were based on heredity. The hereditary appointment was made to 
the Chiefs who were living in the empire since long. However these 
chiefs were not the creation of the Sultan but, they were important for 
the rulers and they used to give importance to these chiefs and their 
relations. Thus, they were appointed in large numbers and were given 
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jagirs in their ancestral domains and were assigned in all parts of the 
Sultanate. 
The nobles from other states were also given a place in the Adil 
Shahi nobility. For example the Persian nobles were appointed in large 
numbers as officers of the Sultanate. The people who had no claim to 
high birth were also appointed as officers but were not given high 
offices and their number was also very less. The scholars, religious 
leaders and men of letters were also appointed as the officers or 
constitute the upper strata of the society. 
Therefore, the Adil Shahi nobility was basically a mixture of 
certain well recognized religious and racial groups like the Deccanis, 
Afaqis, Habashi, Afghans, Marathas etc. Because of this diverse nature 
of the Adil Shahi nobility there exists the internal rivalry and distrust 
among these various ethnic groups. Thus, the internal rivalry and 
distrust have direct bearing on the state and its policies. 
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The Adil Shahi nobility was sharply divided on sectarian 
grounds that is Shia and Sunni as both these sects were equally powerful 
with some variation so they always tried to win over the Sultan in their 
favor. As both these sects were in equal proportion so, all the Sultans 
tried to maintain balance of power whether he is a Shia or Sunni. A 
bitter elite-non-elite cleavage between the Afaqis and the Deccanis had 
weakened and ultimately destroyed the internal stability of the 
Sultanate. Open hostilities between the two groups reached to such an 
extent that it was not confined to intrigues for place and power, but 
frequently found expression in pitched battles and bloody massacres, of 
which the Afaqis were usually the victims. Thus, the history of the 
internal affairs of the Sultanate is mainly a record of this strife, which 
was very soon manifested in its final annexation by the Mughal Empire. 
To conclude the role of the Habashi nobles in the Sultanate one 
may infer that it was due to the racial and sectarian discrimination on 
the part of the afaqi nobles. The Habashis were identifying themselves 
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with the Deccanis whenever they occupied power they sided with them 
and were more loyal to their own ethnic groups rather than the state. 
The Afghans constituted the Deccani group and had a chequered 
history within the Adil Shahi nobility. Not only this, they formed more 
than half of the Bijapur's army by the middle of the seventeenth century. 
Being, one of the dominant sections of the Bijapuri nobility, Afghans 
played a vital role in the affairs of the State. They challenged the 
Deccani supremacy, exercised great influence and power especially 
during 'Ali Adil Shah II's reign, in the affairs of the Sultanate and even 
at one occasion they advised the Sultan to partition the kingdom because 
that was the only solution for problems caused by the nobility and the 
threat posed by the neighboring kingdoms. 
The Nobility played a major role in shaping the external and 
internal relation of Bijapur with the Indian States and shaped the destiny 
of the Kingdom. It was the Adil Shahi nobility who prevented the 
Kingdom from ruins. The Nobles, irrespective of a very sharp division 
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they made efforts to shun their personal rivalries within the State to 
form an alliance against the rival Kingdoms. 
Throughout the history of Bijapur, the nobles enjoyed the 
patronage of the ruler and also exerted their influence in the politics of 
Bijapur. Thus the nobles at Bijapur controlled the strings of political 
strategy not only in the Deccan but also with the Mughals and the 
Islamic world especially Iran. 
Yusuf 'Adil Shah within two years after the founding of his 
Sultanate, adopted the policy of reconciliation with the Maratha 
chieftains in his kingdom by granting them jagir and martsab. Following 
into the foot-steps of the founder of the dynasty, his successors showed 
a greater preference for the Marathas both as men of business and as 
soldiers. Ibrahim 'Adil Shah improved the system of keeping accounts in 
Marathi and introduced the system of writing important documents both 
in Persian and Marathi. Many Maratha chiefs rose to a high position not 
only in the army but enjoyed position of eminence in the 'Adil Shahi 
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court. The Marathas had equal opportunities with the Muslim nobility to 
distinguish themselves as military leaders. The Adil Shahi Sultans 
always patronized Maratha chieftains and vassals. They reciprocated the 
gesture by faithfully serving their ruler. The sincere Maratha chiefs 
fought against their own kinsmen, just because of their loyalty to the 
'Adil Shahis. It has been rightly observed that "the Marathas were to the 
'Adil Shahi Sultanate what the Rajputs were to the Mughal Empire. 
Their loyal support was essential for the existence of the Kingdom 
The history of the Marathas is in fact the history of the 
relationship of Shivaji with the 'Adil Shahi nobles. In other words, the 
history of the rise of Maratha power is the history of the decline and fall 
of 'Adil Shahi power. It was mainly from the 'Adil Shahi territory that 
Shivaji carved out the Maratha Kingdom 
From the above discussion, it is evident that both 'Adil Shahis 
and Shivaji were attempting (at one time or the other) to exterminate the 
other. Neither of them was consistent in their relations. Both were 
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opportunists and changed the policy suddenly, to suit the exigencies of 
time and their motives. Finally one fact emerged which was recognized 
by both of them that they were bound to be neighbors, for good or evil. 
They never adhered strictly to their commitment or treaties. 
The Adil Shahis tried, on several occasions, to maintain good 
neighborly relations with Vijayanagar in order to maintain the balance 
of power in the Deccan. The causes of the recurring hostilities between 
the two States were political, economic and geographical. Later, they 
have developed bitter relationship and as a result the Vijayanagar 
kingdom seized to exist due to the nobles initiative of partitioning it 
among the Deccan kingdom. 
The Adil Shahi nobles especially the Iranians, have played a 
very positive role in establishing the relation with Iran and the other 
Muslim countries, not only this they have also contributed to the cultural 
enrichment of the Bijapuri Sultanate. 
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To conclude the nobles role in running the administration we 
may summarize this study as follows. 
Not to mention other hereditary officers, even the desai was not 
a de jure 'overlord' of a pargana or its minor division but a 'royal 
servant' who was to collect revenue, maintain security and order, and 
perform other official tasks in his pargana for the sake of the Sultan or 
his bureaucrat holding the fief of the region. 
The havaldar appointed in a crown district was a 'patrimonial 
bureaucrat' of the Sultan, and he supervised defense, security, revenue 
collection and other official work for the sake of the Sultan. He could be 
discharged or transferred as the Sultan pleased. Yet he had an aspect of 
the 'feudal bureaucrat' in the sense that he maintained troops on his own 
account and held a 'temporary overlordship' of a certain area. 
This dual character of service and responsibilities was not 
confined to the havaldar alone; it extended generally to the middle-class 
and particularly to the high-class nobles of the Sultanate. 
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Moreover, not only the large fief-holders but the hereditary 
desais also and even the royal havaldars had ample scope for 
transforming themselves into the 'overlords' of the entire regions in 
their charge, once the controlling mechanism of the Sultan over them 
and their sentimental and practical bond with the Sultan weakened. 
The most vivid sign of Bijapur's political decline is seen in the 
diminishing number of cavalry it could muster between 1656 and 1686. 
Bhimsen a Mughal officer writing in 1700, estimated the armed strength 
of the kingdom under Muhammad 'Adil Shah at 120,000 cavalry, under 
'Ali II at 80,000, and at the fall of the dynasty a mere 2,000. 
Aurangzeb's policy of seducing 'Adil Shahi nobles thus had the effect 
not only of contributing to Bijapur's factional splits but also of 
physically stripping away a large part of its armed forces. Assuming that 
deserting nobles brought with them their own men and horses, the 
Bijapuri cavalry lost to the Mughals in the period 1658-83 must have 
been considerable. 
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APPENDICES 
APPENDIX-I 
GLOSSARY 
(Most of the terms explained here are relevant only to the Nobility of Bijapur.) 
Abudiyat 
Afaqi 
Ahkam 
Ahednama 
All Wall Allah 
Amin 
Arddasht 
Ardi 
Adha 'an 
Banda Fidwi 
Barid-i Mamalik 
Chauth 
Dakhni 
Dalavay 
Dara 
Implying devoted slave. 
Alien - Foreign immigrants from Central and Western 
Asia, but the residents of the Bijapur kingdom. 
Orders 
Agreement, treaty. 
'Ali is the friends of God. 
A trust worthy person- an inspector for investigations. 
Petition or an appeal. 
Pettion. 
Call of Prayer. 
A devoted servant or friend or follower. 
Messenger of Good news to the state - a commissioner of 
intelligence and posts. 
One fourth of the revenue demanded by Marathas from the 
various rulers as the price of force bearing to ravage their 
territories. 
One belonging to a political faction at the Courts of the 
Deccan Rulers. 
In South India a Commander- in-Chief of an army. 
Measure. 
Deccani Native of Deccan. 
Desagata The territory over which the desai or deshmukh enjoyed 
hereditary rights - the Watan of desai. 
Dih 'aql Ten Intelligence 
Dunya daran-i Dakan Rulers of the Deccan Kingdoms - Nizam Shah, 
Adil Shah and Qutb Shah, as called by the Mughals. 
Farzand 
Fazand guftaim 
Fidwi 
Gurubhai 
Habashis 
Hajib 
Hanafia 
Hud hud 
Hadrat 
Elchi 
Ikhlas 
Ikram-o 'izzam 
InqiyadNama 
Irshadat 
ha'at 
Son 
Called son 
A devotee or follower 
Brother of the common Guru or Spritualleader 
Natives of Abysinia but residents of Bijapur or the 
Deccan. 
An Ambassador or an envoy 
One of the fourth Simni School of law interpretations 
founded by Abu Hanifah. 
A type of bird 
An elderly respected person 
An Embassador or an envoy 
Faith 
Great, honourable noble 
Deed of Submission - the so-called treaty of 1636 between 
the Mughals and Qutb Shah 
Orders 
Obedience 
lyyama-i Ma 'sumin The Shi 'ah followers oilthna-i' Ashariyah - the Twelve 
Imams, beginning with 'AH, Successor to the Prophet 
Muhammad. 
Kalimah 
Khalifa-i Zaman 
Qadi 
Khilafat 
Khtubuh 
Khulfa-i 'Araba' 
Turrah 
Lari 
Lawazim 
Majlis-i Kingash 
Majalis-i Rafi 
Nadhar 
The Shortened form of the Muslim Creed: "Z-a ilaha illahu 
Muhammadu V Rasul Allah" (there is no God but Allah 
and Muhammad is the Apostle of God). 
Caliph of the time 
Qazi - A Judge 
The office of the Khalifah (Caliph), the Caliphate 
'an address'. The sermon delivered on Fridays at the 
Mosque at the time of the Zuhar, or Mid-day Prayers and 
on 'Id days. 
The four immaculate Caliphs- Abu Bakar, Omar, 
Osman and AH. 
A silver coin, originating in the districtof lar at the head of 
the Persian Gulf and thence deriving its name, was adoped 
by the Adil Shahi Sultan 
Implying ''Peshkash" in the form of present to Shah Jahan 
from Adil Shah. 
A coimcil of Adil Shahi ministers, high-ranking civil and 
military officers, Jagirdar etc. Purely an advisory body. 
Title of Yusuf 'Adil Shah and later on of his successor 
garanted by the Bahmani Sultan - an honour for title 
implying high among the nobles. 
A present, an offering. 
IV 
Malik al-Sharq Title of Yusuf Adil Shah given by the Bahmani Suhan 
an honourific title implying ruler of the Orient 
Marzaban-i Bijapur Ruler of Bijapur, 'Adil Shah. 
Marthiyah 
Maslehat 
Murid 
Mehrban 
Muqasa 
Peshkash 
Qarardad 
Qaul 
Rasulan 
Sadrul Jahan 
Saranjam 
Sarlashkar 
Sava (or Sawa) 
Shiah 
Elegy. 
An affair, a problem. 
Disciple. 
Generous, Kind. 
Grant of villages for administration on temporary basis. 
With refrence to the Mughals (upto 1680) implies 
'Present' sent by the 'Adil Shah to Mughal Emperor, 
while with reference to the South Indian States of Nayaks, 
etc., mean a tribute paid by them to the Adil Shah. 
Agreement. 
Grant or an agreement. 
Ambassadors or envoys. 
Title - implying ruler of the world. 
Amongst the Marathas the term was applied especially to a 
temporary assignment of revenue from the villeges or land 
for the support of troops or personal military services. 
Head of a contingent or an army 
Quarter or one fourth; "Sawai" native of Sava in Persia 
The Followers of 'Alt, who, as first cousin of the Prophet, 
and husband of his daughter, Fatimah regard him as his 
heir, as the rightful successor of the Prophet. 
Sunni 
Sharait 
Swarajya 
Sufi 
Tarafdar 
Taqsirat 
Vakis or Wakil 
Wali 
Wilayat 
Zarafin 
A followers of the Traditions (Hadith). A term usually 
applied to the Muslim, who recognize the first four 
Khalifahs as the rightful successorof the Muhammad. 
Conditions. 
Implaying Marathasown Kingdom. A name given to the 
territory directly governed by Shivaji as distinguished 
from the Mughlai. 
A person who professes the mystic doctrines known as 
Tasawwuf, Islamic mysticism. 
Subedar or Governor of a Province. 
Misdeeds. 
An ambassador or any envoy. 
Governor of a province. 
Province. 
Originally a Gold coin but later on a Silver coin of the 
Portuguese used at Goa and other Portuguese possessions 
in India. 
APPENDIX-II 
LIST OF IMPORTANT ADIL SHAHI NOBLES 
Name of the Nobles 
Abdul Karim 
Abdul Muhammad (Wazir) 
Abdul Wahab Khan 
Abdullah, (the Qazi) 
Abdur Rauf 
Abu Khan 
Afzal Khan 
Afzal Khan Shizari (Peshwa) 
Agha Khusro, (Wazir) 
Ainul Mulk (Dilawars rival) 
Ambar Khan 
Ankush Khan (Dilawars rival) 
Aqa Riza Dabuli 
Asadullah 
Ataullah 
Bahadur Khan 
Bahlol Khan 
Baji Ghorpar 
Baji ShamraJ (Officer) 
Daulat Khan (Title Khawas Khan) 
Dilawar Khan (Habashi) 
Diyanat Rao. (Advisor of Khawas 
Khan) 
Diyanat-ul-Mulk 
Fateh khan 
Fazal Khan S/0 Afzal Khan 
Ghazi Beg (Wakil) 
Hakim Shamsuddin 
Hamid Khan (Habashi) 
Ibrahim Bachittar Khan 
Ikhlas Khan (Habashi ,Regent) 
Kamal Khan 
Kamil Khan 
Khan Muhammad (General, Later 
Prime Minister) 
Khan-i-Jahan (Hawaldar) 
Khizr Khan (Right Hand of Bahlol 
Group 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Afghan 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Deccani 
Afghan 
Afghan 
Abyssinian 
Irani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Marathi 
Marathi 
Deccani 
Abyssinian 
Brahmin 
Brahmin 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Afghan 
Abyssinian 
Deccani 
Abyssinian 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Deccani 
Afghan 
Khan) 
Khwaja Abdullah 
Khwaja Ali 
Kishwar Khan 
Kishwar Khan Lari 
Krishna Rao 
Malik Raihan Habashi (Title Ikhlas 
Khan) 
Manju Khan 
Mir Abul Hasan 
Mirza Jahangir (Commander) 
Mirza Muhammad Amin (Son-in-Law 
of Mulla Muhammad Lari),(Title 
Mustafa Khan) 
Mirza Rajab 
Muhammad Lari (Title-Asad Khan) 
Mulla Ahmad, (Governor, Kalyani) 
Mulla Muhammad Lari 
Mulla Yahya (Younger brother of 
Mulla Ahmad) 
Mullah Ahmad 
Murari Jagdeo 
Murari Pandit (Commander) 
Mustafa Khan (Khan-i-Baba) 
Mustafa Khan Ardistani 
Muzaffar Husain 
Muzaffaruddin Khan-i-Khanan 
Nasir Khan (Afghani) 
Qazi Abu Said 
Qazi Beg 
Rafiuddin Shirazi 
Randaula Khan (General) 
Rashidul- Mulk 
Rustam-i-Zaman (Randaula's Son) 
Safdar Khan 
JSavant Rao 
Shah Abu Hasan S/0- Shah Tahir of 
Ahmadnagar. 
Shah Abu Turab Shirazi 
Shah Hazrat Qadir 
Shah Mir Hussain 
Shah Murad 
Shahji Bhonsle 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Brahmin 
Abyssinian 
Afghan 
Irani 
Irani 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Maratha 
Brahmin 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Irani 
Afaqi 
Afghan 
Irani 
Irani 
Irani 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Deccani 
Afghan 
Brahman 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Afaqi 
Maratha 
Shaikh Dabir 
Shaikh Hasan 
Shaikh Minhaz- (Deccani) 
Sharza Khan 
Sher Khan Lodi 
Sidi Jauhar (Title-Salabat Khan) 
Sidi Marjan (Governor, Bijapur) 
Sidi Masud (Deccani) 
Sidi Raihan 
Surya Rao 
Syed Muhammad Ali 
Yadgar Ali 
YusufTurk 
MuUa Ahmad Nawayat 
S. Latif, Sarfaraz Khan 
Path Jung Khan Miana 
S. Ahmad s/o S. Makhdum, Sharza 
Khan Bijapuri 
Ikhlas Khan, Abu'l-Muhammad 
Randaula Khan Ghazi 
GhaHb Khan 
Da'ud Khan 
Abdual-Rahman Bijapuri, Sharza Khan 
Abu Muhammad g/s of Ibrahim 'Adil 
Shah 
Hakim Shamsa 
Mana Ji Bhonsle 
MuIIa Yayia 
s. 'AH s/o Afzai Khan 
Asad Allah b. Mulla Ahmad 
Sharza Rao Kawa 
Salabat Deccani 
Raji s/o Afzal Khan 
Jalal Afghan 
YusufKhan 
Mir Abdu'l Hasan 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Afghani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Maratha 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
Arab 
Deccani 
Afghan 
Abyssinian 
Afghan 
Abyssinian 
Deccani 
Afghan 
Abyssinian 
Deccani 
Deccani 
Maratha 
Arab 
Afghan 
Arab 
Maratha 
Abyssinian 
Afghan 
Afghan 
Deccani 
Afaqi 
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